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No. 100 Palace of Justice 
Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
1 October 1946 4:00 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 
I. The Tribunal made the following decisions regarding the archives: 
A. The archives will consist of: 
l. ge The "master" copy of the final corrected transcript of 
the shorthand notes in each of the four languages certified by 


the General Secretary. 


be. A copy of the uncorrected transcript of the shorthand 
notes in each of the four languages. 


c. The electrical recording of the proceedings. 


2. The four copies of the indictment actually lodged with the 
Tribunal in Berlin in October 1945. 


3. The originals of the rules of procedure, written orders of 
the Tribunal, etc., in all four languages. 


4, The original minutes of the closed sessions of the Tribunal. 
5. Documentary and other exhibits, viz: 


ge All original documents filed as exhibits with the Tribunal 
and not withdrawn in accordance with Rule 10. 


b. Copies of all original documents filed as exhibits with 
the Tribunal and withdrawn in accordance with Rule 10. 


gc. Certified copies, or officially printed copies, of all 
documents "judicially noticed" by the Tribunal. 


ad. Material exhibits. 
€. Films shown to the Tribunal. 
£. Visual aids such as charts, etc., used by the Tribunal. 


g» Transcript of the shorthand notes of the evidence heard 
before the Commission. 


h. Affidavits presented to the Commission. 
i. The summaries of witnesses heard before the Commission. 
i. The summaries of affidavits presented to the Commission. 


ke Lieutenant Colonel Neave's report on defense witnesses 
for the organizations. 
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6. The signed judgment and sentences in each of the four 
languages. 


II. The General Secretary will prepare and certify a schedule, to be 
preserved with the archives, of all the documentary and other exhibits 
included in the archives. This schedule will be sufficiently detailed to 
identify each document by reference to its title and, in appropriate cases, 
its exhibit and series number. In the cases of non-original documents, the 
schedule should, if possible, state where and in whose custody the originals 
are at the time of preparation of the schedule. 


III. The archives shall be kept by the General Secretary so long as that 
office remains in existence and thereafter at The Permanent Court of 
International Justice of The Hague. 


IV. Official representatives of the four signatory powers shall be 
permitted to copy by photostat, microfilm, or in any other way, any item 
included in the archives. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 5:00 PM 
a f E VA 
LA AMOL 


JOHN E. RAY 
Colonel, FA 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nirnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
2q September 1946 5:30 FM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


I, After receiving reports of Lieutenant Colonel L. D. Egbert, the 
Editor of the Record, and of Commander Steer, Head of the Translation 
Division, the Tribunal made the following decisions with respect to the 
printing of the record: 


l. The Printed Record will be in all four languages with the 
exception of the documents or parts of documents referred to in Paragraphs 
2 b and ç below, which will be printed in their original language only. 


2. Im addition to the material agreed upon by the Tribunal on 
4 May 1946, there shall be printed: 


g The corrected transcript of the shorthand notes. 


b. The documents or parts of documents filed as exhibits with 
the Tribunal together with any additional parts of such documents 
recommended in accordance with the Tribunal's order of 30 May 1946 
by the Prosecution and Defense Counsel and approved by the Editor. 
These documents consist of: 


(1) Documents filed as exhibits with the Tribunal, the 
whole or parts of which were read into the record. 


(2) Documents filed as exhibits with the Tribunal, which, 
when "cited", had not been translated and which, on or before 
3. August, were translated in all four languages so as to 
make them admissible. 


C. Documents which were "judicially noticed" by the Tribunal. 
This class of documents includes treaties, laws, official publications, 
books, magazines and newspapers of national circulation as well as the 
documents specified in Article 21. 


d. (1) Final report on defense witnesses for organizations by 
Lieutenant Colonel Neave. 


(2) Summaries of witnesses heard before the Commission. 
(3) Summaries of affidavits present<d to the Commission. 
Photographs filed as exhibits. 

Descriptions or photographs of material exhibits. 

Copies of visual aids, such as charts, etc. 


The judgment and sentences. 
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3. g. The following number of volumes will be printed: 10,000 in 
English, 5,000 in French, 5,000 in Russian, and 5,000 in German. 
b. The General Secretary, upon the completion of the printing 

of the record or parts thereof, shall notify the Control Council in 
Berlin and shall meke distribution in accordance with its instructions. 


4. With regard to the printing of the Russian editions, the Tribunal 
approves the following arrangements: 


2. That the Tribunal pay all expenses of the printing of the 
Russian edition, with the exception of the salaries of Soviet employees, 
such as proof readers. 


be That the Office of Director of Printing supply all materials 
needed for the Russian edition. 


c. That the printing and binding be done in Leipzig, because 
of the availability in the Russian Zone of Russian type and Russian 
enployees. 


d. That the Editor and Printer be responsible for the supervision 
of the publication of the Russian edition, as well as the English, French, 
and German editions. 


5. In accordance with the request of the Editor that certain persons 
should assist him in the preparation of the Printed Record, the appointment 


of the following persons is approved: 


a Mr. Mercer of the Translation Division, representing the 
British Delegation; 


b. Mr. Fuster, representing the French Delegation; 
Major Poltorak, representing the Soviet Delegation; 
d. Dr. Kraus, representing the Defense Counsel. 
The above named persons will be responsible for finally corrected texts 
for publication in the languages which they represent. The Editor will 


assist them in every way possible to assure uniformity in the several 
texts. 


6. The General Secretary shall remain in office in Nurnberg with an 
adequate steff until the record and printing thereof is complete. 


7. The General Secretary shall make the necessary arrangements with 
the Control Council for the provision of funds to pay expenses of his office 
and the salaries of the personnel required for translation and other purposes 
incident to the printing of the record. 


8. If the General Secretary has any questions in connection with 
the printing of the record upon which he requires a decision, these questions 
shall be referred to the Control Council. 
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II. After hearing the views of the four Chief Prosecutors, the Tribunal 
reaffirmed Rule 10 of the rules of procedure relative to the withdrawal of 
documents and substitution ofcertified copies thereof. On receipt of 
applications from the Prosecution or Defense, the General Secretary is 
authorized to act on behalf of the Tribunal in "permitting" the withdrawal 
and substitution as laid down in Rule 10. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 8:00 PM 


JOHN E. RAY 


Colonel, FA 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
30 August 1946 11:15 AM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


Judge Parker reported for the Committee appointed by the President 
on 14 August 1946 to consider derogatory letters and articles concerning 
the defense counsel. In view of his report, it was agreed that no further 
action was to be taken other than the announcement to be made by the 
President in open court. 


THE TRIBUNAL ADJOURNED AT 12:00 AM 


JOHN E. RAY 
Colonel, FA 
General Secreta 
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No. 97 Palace of Justice 
Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
27 August 1946 5:15 PM 





Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 





All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present: 


1. Letters to the Tribunal from correspondents and letter to the Tribunal 
from Public Relations Officer requesting information concerning final 


The Tribunal made the following decisions: 


If possible, the Court will adjourn Saturday, 31 August 1946. 
The period of adjournment and the date of pronouncement of 
final judgment, which is tentatively set as 23 September 1946, 
will be announced in open court on date of adjournment. A 
commendation for the Prosecution and Defense lawyers, with 
emphasis on the Defense, will be made after the final pleas 
of the defendants. 
Selected portions of the judgment will be read by members 
of the Tribunal, starting with the President, each in his 
national language. The sentences will be read by the President. 
As the judgment will probably need a second day for delivery, 
summaries of the portion of the judgment to be read that day will 
be given out to the Press at the time the reading begins, however, 
this will not be announced. 


The remainder of the questions will be answered at a later date. 
2. Seating arrangement on final judgment: 


The Tribunal approved the memorandum of the comnittee. 


3. Request from Minister of Foreign Affairs erial Ethiopian 
Government, Addis Abbaba, regarding the war crimes commission 
established in Ethiopia: 

The Tribunal directed that the letter be acknowledged by the 
General Secretary saying that the letter was being turned over to the 
Chief Prosecutors. 


4. Report on Attorney Babel, co-counsel for the SS, from the President 
of the County Court, Nurnberg-Furth: 

The Tribunal decided that Dr. Babel is to be discharged, and in 
view of the circumstances, no further fees are to be paid to him in addition 
to those already paid. A letter is to be written the President of the County 
Court, Nurnberg-Furth, thanking him for his action in the matter. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 6:30 PM 









JOHN E., RAY 
Colonel, FA 
General Secreta 
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Palece of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
19 August 1946 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


— aeae a — — 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 
Bequest of Colonel Neg 1 of appoi 
Colonel Neave's — Tos Sere h apr oiatnerts as 
Commissioner and with the General Secretary's 4 sffective 26 August 1946, 
was approved by the Tribunal, Judge Birkett i : er of thanks 
ond commendation to Colonel Neave, for the approva 


2. Release to press o 
The Tribunal 
of the Commissions on Organ 


3 Request of Defense 
for preperation 


for defendsnt Hees, 
eming ability and fitn 


An anr ouncement is to be made in court on 20 August 1946 
to this matter, and the General Secretary was directed to arrange with 


Mr. Ansbacher the release of the sanity report on Hess 
correspondents will receive it the same time. 


F ity 
DA AT N 


ne next agenda. 


on t} 
Request of Dr. Laterns 21 for General Stat 
in interrogate the: W 

Grant ed. 


Reguest of Dr 

a. Goering 
Granted. 

be. Dr. Schroeder 
Denied. 


Xe Thoma, counsel 


Servatius, counsel for Corps of Politica 
a. Order sheet of the Reich Directorate of the NSDAP, aS 
Series 77, 4th year - Munich, beginning of August 1934, 
Granted. 


10. The Tribunal engaged in ¢ liscussion. 


THE TRIBUNAL ADJOURNED AT 5:00 PM 
JOHN E. Ray 


Colonel, FA 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
ari 
Niirnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
14 August 1946 


— — — 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


Request of Dr. Seidl, counsel for defendant He 
Ge M. Gilbert, psychologist for the Internati 
be called as a witness to testify as to suai ey of 3 
This request was held by the Tribunal for further consideration. 


Request of General Secretary to amend Tribunal ru 
945 regarding custodian of fund established by 
Military Tribuna : 
ee =e- — 
The Tribunal revised the ruling to read as follows: 


retary is hereby authorized and areca. 

‘Tribunal fund for the purpose of paying 
oe and the present trial, including 
and costs, and expenses 


the palletes of the record." 


of General Secretary for authorizati 10 € 
— as Assistant T the Editor of the Record on beha 


This — st was approved by the Tribunal. The General 
authorized to pay Dr. Kraus a salary of 3,500 RM per month, 


Request by Dr. Servatius, counsel at ths YorDs 
for permission to submit affiday 
Approved. 


Request by counsels for the defense that the 


counsel a statement at the closing ay ogre 
them legal protection: 

Before the Tribunal adjourns for the recess, is to be 
made by the President, stating how much the Tribunal is indebt ed to both the 
Defense and the Prosecution, with special note being paid to the Defense. 

Judge Parker, M. Falco, and Colonel Volchkov are to study the question of the 
derogatory letters and articles concerning the defense counsel, and make 
recommendations to the Tribunal as to the treatment of the addressors. 


4 


6. Request from Dr, Servatius, Counsel for Politic 
document: 
ae Extract from Leitz-Ordner "Geheime Staatspolizei" "Staatspolizeistelle 
Duesseldorf" IID 1936/41 Conditions of work for the Foreign 
Workers G 509, 
Approved. 


fe Bequest < of I Dre Pelokmann, _counsel for SS, on results of hearing of 


fhe | ‘Tribunal acids that the following announcement would be 
made in open court: 
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A request has been wade to the Tribunal that the Report of Colonel 
Neave be made available to counsel for the SS. The Tribunal has requested 
Colonel Neave to prepare for its assistance summaries of the evidence of 
witnesses heard before the Commission and a report grouping the testimony 
of the witnesses before the Commission with respect to the points on which 
they have given evidence. These summaries and the report mentioned are not 
parts of the record and are not accorded eny evidential value by the 
Tribunal, which hes before it and will consider the transcript of the 
entire evidence before the Commission. Counsel for the Organizations 
may see them and may comment on them in their arguments within the time 
heretofore allowed; but the Tribunal will not grant any delay or any 
additional time for argument with regard to them. 


8. Final statements of defendants: 

The Tribunal decided that an announcement would be made in open 
court referring to the fact that the Tribunal has had information that long 
statements have been deposited in the Translation Division, quoting the ruling 
of 23 July 1946 emphasizing the words "few minutes", and saying that no trans- 
lations will be made. The announcement is also to include that the defendants 
are to speak from the dock. 


9. Request of Dr. Boehm, counsel of SA, for a separate defense for 


members of the Stahlhelm: 
Rejected. 


10. BReguest of Defense Counsel for separate lesal argument l 
Rejected. The Tribunal has received this argument a 
but it will not be presented in open court. 


ll. The Tribunal engaged in general discussion. 
TRIBUNAL ADJOURNED AT 5:00 PM 


JOHN F 
Colonel, FA 
General Secreta 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
8 August 1946 2:00 PM 


—_——- — — — — ——— 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


l. Request of General Secretary for decision on fee to be paid to 
counsel i for He — 

The Tribun d — that each principal defense counsel for an 
individuel defendant o gani on would be paid at the rate of 5,500 RM 
per month, with ollowing provisions: 

— bile more than one defendant or organization 
n added 50% per month for each defendant or 
on defended over one. 
if and when a satisfactory report is received 
Nurnberg Association of Attorneys, and Dr. 
J— co~counsels for the SS each to be paid the full 
emount (decision of 26 January 1946). 
Dr. Servatius, counsel for Sauckel and Political Leaders, 
to be paid the full amount from A *— 2946 r both the 
defendant Sauckel anà the Politi cision of 
19 June 1946). 

de sn aS is to cover period from date of entry on duty as 

defense counsel to date of delivery of judgment. 


Reauest from the 

seqies*’ 2ryn 

interrogation 
——————— 


Request of the Soviet Prosecution for the ribunel + to authorize 
serreetions in translation contained in Document USSR #93: 
The Tribunal directed that this matter be nia eR to the 
Secretary under the provisions of Paragraph 4 of the decision 


ragr aT of 
ribunal dated 5 January 1946 


4, Request of Dr, Laternser, Counsel for the General Staff and OKW, for 
the court records of the criminel prosecution against General Dostler 


— 


Denied. 


regerding a pe of_ def 
Decision was had le t} ] be — into 
consideration for leter action. Dr. ee is Sa’ be notified thet the Defense 
Counsel will be informed on this matter in due time. 


6. Request of Commander Steer for information as to procedure of 
Tribunal during deliberation: 


Lord Justice Lawrence will confer with Commander Steer, explaining 
m the present difficulties of making any binding deeision at this time. 


7. Final stetements by defendants: 
The final statements of the defendants' are to be mate from the 
with the microphone being placed before each defendant as he speaks. 


3 


8. The Tribunal engaged in general discussion. 


THE MELTING ADJOURNED AT 5:00 } Syl 


JOHN i. 
Colonel, FA 
General Seeretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Niirnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
24 July 1946 5:20 M 


— 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


— — —— — 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


1. The Tribunal discussed the procedure to be followed in court in 
the presentation of the cases for the organizations. It was decided that 


an order on this subject would be read in open court on Thursday, 
25 July 1946. 


2. The Tribunal engaged in a general discussion. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 6:45 PM 


JOHN E. RAY 
Colonel, FA 


Á 


General Secretary 
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92 Pelace of Justice 
Nurnbe rg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
20 July 1946 10:00 AM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


— — — — — 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


1. The Tribunal agreed to the request of the General Secretary that 
the final speech of Bormann would follow that of Seyss-Inquart and the 
discussion on the document books of the orgenizations, on Monday, 22 July 1946. 
The final speech of von Papen will follow thet of Bormann, 


2. Request for loan of films from Document Room: 
This matter was left tothe discretion of * General Secretary, 
who will loan only those films of which additional cop. are available, 


ő. Request of Dr, Dix on behalf of defense counsels for allotment of 
time to the defense for final pleas: 
Justice Lawrence and Judge Parker are to prepare a draft of an 
order to be read in open court. 


4. Apolication of Dr. Boehm, counsel for the SA, for translation of 
certein pages of booklet "Theoretical basis for obtaining a Rider's 
Certificate": 

Granted. 


5. The Tribunal engaged in a general discussion. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 1:00 PM 5 Ke 


JOHN E. RAY 
Colonel, FA 
General Secretary 
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(Corrected copy) 
No. 91 Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
1? July 1946 ; 2:00 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present, 


l. Lieutenant Colonel Neave made a short verbal report on the progress 
of the Commissions. 


2e Dr. Babel, Co-counse) for the SS: 

The reports of Dr. Babel dealing with the sums of money collected 
by Dr. Babel from members of the SS in various camps were received. 

The Tribunal was informed that an enquiry by the Nurnberg Bar 
Council had already been instituted, and the General Secretary was instructed 
to write to the Bar Council asking them to proceed with the enquiry as soon as 
possible, and to send their conclusions to the Tribunal. 

The General Secretary was instructed to inform Dr. Babel that in 
the meantime he should not expend any further monies from the sums collected. 

A copy of the letter sent to the Bar Council is attached. 


3. Request by Dr. Pelckmann, counsel for the SS, for document: 
a. The following document if not already in the defendant's 
possession will be made available if it can be located, for information of the 


defense counsel. The question of admissibility will be finally determined at 
a later date: 
(1) Graf Bernadotte "The End", Buropaverlag (Europa) Publishers 
Zuerich, 
4. y 2 k un the G documents: 
ae The following documents if not already in the defendant's 
possession will be made available if they can be located, for information of 
the defense counsel. The question of admissibility will be finally determined 
at a later date: 
(1) Operation Order Nos. 1-13 and 15-20 of the Chief of the 
SIPO and SD IV A I œ. 
(2) Decrees issued by the RSHA Amt IV. regarding foreign workers 
Akt.Z.IV D (a.A.) later IV B (a.A.). 
General Compilation of Orders (AES-Allgemeine Erlassammlungz) , 
Parts 1 and 3 issued by the RSHA I Org. 
Document PS 1063 (Leitz file of the Stapostelle Duesseldorf), 
Police-Prison Order (PDV.34). 
Decree issued by the RSHA in 1938 regarding Church Services 
in large rooms. 
Decree by RSHA dated either lst or 3rd.9.1939 regarding 
Securing of domestic politicel system. (Sicherung der inneren 
Staatsordnung). 
Order by the SS Main Office for Economy and Administration, 
(Verfuegung des SS Wirtschafts und Verwalt ungshauptamntes), 
Antsgruppenchef D - Concentration Camps = D I/1/az.14 f 
13/0t/S/Geh.Tgb. 34/43 dated 15.1.43. Re. Operation 
14 f 13 in the Concentration Camps. 
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IMT Meeting - 17 July 1946 


(9) Service Regulations for Concentration Camps (Camp Order) 
Berlin 1941, printed in the RSHA. 
(10) Hans Richter, Einsatz der Polizei (Deployment of the Police) 
Eher Verlag (Publishers) Munich. 


5. Request of Dr. Gawlik, defense counsel for SD, for document: 
ae The following document if not already in the defendant's 
possession will be made available if it can be located, for information of the 
defense counsel. The question of admissibility will be finally determined at a 
later dates 
(1) The book which is used by American offices and the CIC 
regarding the organization of the Nazi State and Nazi 
Party. 


6. The Tribunal engaged in a general discussion. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 5:00 FM 


HN E., RAY 
olonel, FA 


eneral Secretary 
1 Incl 


cpy ltr to Nurnberg 
Bar Council (Item 2) 
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July 19, 1946 


Nuernberger Anwaltsvorein, 
Ortskrankenkasse Gebaewle, 
Waizerstr, 
Nuernberg. 


Attn: Secretary of the Nuernberg Bar Council 
Dear Sir: 


I am directed by the International Military Tribunal to write to you 
with regard to Dr. Babel, one of the Counsel appearing for the Defense of 
the SS. 


Some question has arisen as to the propriety of the conduct of Dr. Babel 
in collecting sums of money from members of the SS in various cemps for the 
purposes of the Defense. 


The Tribunal was informed that the Nuernberg Bar Council had already 
instituted an enquiry; and as the Tribunal was without the detailed 
information or the time to make an investigation, it seemed to the Tribunal 
that if such an enquiry had been instituted by you it would be helpful to 
the Tribunal if you proceeded with the enquiry as quickly as possible, and 
if you thought fit, to forward your conclusions to them. 


I am to add that the Tribunal makes no charges against Dr. Babel, but 
the matter having been raised in this form they would be glad to hear your 
views in due course. 


I inclose for your information certain accounts and allied correspondence 
delivered to the Tribunal by Dr. Babel. 


Respectfully, 


JOHN E., RAY 
Colonel, FA 
11 Incls General Secretary 
#l-epy ltr, Gen Sec frm Dr. Babel, 3 January 46 
#2-cpy ltr, Dr. Babel frm Gen Sec, 17 January 46 
43-cpy Ltr, Dr. Babel frm Major Neave, 21 January 46 
#4~cpy ltr, Gen Sec frm Dr. Babel, 29 March 46 
#5-cpy ltr, Dr. Babel frm Gen Sec, 15 April 46 
#6-cpy let Ind, CG Third Army frm Gen Sec, 15 May 46 
w/epy basic ltr, 15 February 46 
#7-cepy ltr, Gen Sec frm Dr. Babel, 12 June 46 
#8-cpy ltr, Gen Sec frm Dr. Babel, 2 July 46 (German) 
#9-cpy ltr, Dr. Babel frm Gen Sec, 4 July 46 
#10-cpy ltr, Gen Sec frm Dr. Babel, 12 July 46 (German) 
#ll-cpy ltr, Gen Sec frm Dr. Babel, 12 July 46 (German) 
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Palace of Justice 
Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
11 July 1946 4:00 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presided 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


1. Upon the recommendation of Lieutenant Colonel Neave, the following 
order of the hearing of organizations in court was approved: 


Political Leaders 
Gestapo 

SS and SD 

General Staff 
Reich Cabinet 

SA 


2. The Tribunal engaged in a general discussion. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 6:00 PM 


VA 


JOHN E. RAY 
Colonel, FA 
General Secretary 
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No. 89 Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL | 


Meeting 
10 July 1946 2:00 PM 








Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


— 


1. Request of Dr. Seidl, counsel for Hess and Frank, to correct 
translation error in document book for defen t Hess: 
This request was approved by the Tribunal. 





2. Request by counsel for SS, SD, and Gestapo for delay in submitting 
document books: 
The Tribunal denied this request. 


3. Request of Dr. Gawlik, counsel for the SD, for the book by Gisevius, 
"To The Bitter Ind": 
This document if not already in the defendant's possession will 
be made available if it can be located, for information of the defense counsel. 
The question of admissibility will be finally determined at a later date. 


4, uest of Dr, Felckmann, counsel for SS, for documents: 

a. The following documents if not already in the defendant's 
possession will be made available if they can be located, for information of the 
defense counsel, The question of admissibility will be finally determined at a 
later date: 

(1) Service Regulations for the SS dated 20 November 1931. 
(2) Operational Order (Hinsatzbefehld) Nos. 1-13 and 15-22 of 
the Chief of the Security Police SD. 


5. Request of Dr. Stahmer for three weeks' sick leave: 


Approved. 


6. Dr. Pelckmann's application to the Tribunal to ste 
concerning their decision of 3 July, and for them to be distributed 
to camps? 

The Tribunal ruled that Colonel Neave should compose a memorandum 
concerning the facilities granted for the defense of the SS which would be 
distributed to the members of that Organization. Dr. Pelckmann is to be 
called personally before the Tribunal and instructed to send this memorandum 
to all camps to which he sent copies of his application of 28 June. 


7. Bequest by Dr, Laternser, counsel for General Staff and OKW, of 8 July! 

a. to cross examine certain Prosecution witnesses. The Tribunal 
granted Dr. Laternser five of the witnesses listed in his application of 
8 July to be cross-examined by him before the Commission at a special hearing 
arranged by Colonel Neave. 

b. to submit affidavits to the Tribunal directly. This application 
has already been denied and the Tribunal reaffirmed their decision that affidavits 
should not form part of document books but should be submitted to the Commission. 

Ce heer from five to si embers of the Organization before the 
Tribunal. This will be decided whgn applications for witnesses to be heard in 
court are received. 








8. <A general discussion was engaged in. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 5:00 PM Sebo ) je 7 
— JOHN E. RAY 


Colonel, FA 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
3 July 1946 5:00 PM 


Justice Birkett presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates, with the exception of 
Lord Justice Lawrence, were present. 


l. Request by Dr, Laternser, counsel for the General Staff and OKW, to 
cancel or modify Ruling of 8 June 1946 concerning hearing of witnesses 
before the Commission: 

This request was denied by the Tribunal. 


2. Request of Dr. Pelckmann, counsel for SS, that proceedings against the 
SS be separated and continued only after sentence has been announced 
for individual defendants: 
After the Tribunal had discussed this request with Colonel Neave, 
Dr. Pelckmann was called before the Tribunal to further discuss his request. 
After Dr. Pelckmann had been heard and dismissed, the Tribunal discussed the 
request, and made the following decision: 


First, the application of Dr. Pelckmann that the proceedings 
ageinst the SS be separated is denied. Second, the application 
to extend the hearings before the Commission is denied, and the 
Tribunal reaffirms its decision that there should be no hearings 
after July 5 except in cases specially permitted by the Commissioners. 
Third, counsel for the orgenizations shall discuss with an officer 
appointed by Colonel Neave such material as should be put in their 
document books before any application for the material is made to 
the Tribunal. No affidavits or other evidence taken before the 
Commissions shall be contained in the document books. Fourth, 
applications for the documents books are to be made immediately 
and in no case later than July 15. Fifth, the reapplication for 
the record in the Dachau trial is denied. 


Se Og Boney advanced to him by members of 
the Organization SS obtained through collection in various camps: 

The Tribunal directed the General Secretary to request Mr. Babel 
to give the Tribunal a complete accounting of precisely what funds he obtained, 
when he obtained them, what was done with them, from whom he obtained them, 
and particularly any moneys which he collected after 15 April 1946. 


4. Payments to Counsel: 
The General Secretary asked for and received authority to make 
a general payment to all counsel of 7,000 Rm as an interim payment, 


5. Recommendations of Lieutenant Colonel Neave on Order of Affidavits 
before the Commission: 
The Tribunal adopted the recommendation of Lieutenant Colonel 
Neave, and directed that the following order should be posted on the Defense 
Information Center bulletin board: 
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The Tribunal orders that: 


1. All affidavits or interrogatories from witnesses of accused 
organizations will be examined by the Commissioners before their 
submission to the Tribunal. 


2. The following procedure will be adopted by the Commissioners 
in examining such affidavits or interrogatories: 


(a) Counsel for the Defense will read a summary of the 
affidavit or group of affidavits or interrogatory to the 
Commissioners in the presence of the Prosecution. 


(bd) The Prosecution shall be entitled to comment on or 
object to the evidence. 


(c) If the Commissioners decide that the affidavit or 
interrogatory is relevant in accordance with Paragraph 6 of 
the order of March 13, they shall register the original 
document with the General Secretary's office. 


(à) They shall submit the transcript of the proceedings 
before the Commission, including the summary of the affidavit 
or interrogatory to the Tribunal. In exceptional cases they 
shall make provision for the translation and circulation of the 
complete document. 


(e) Both the Commissions will remain in session for this 
purpose until further notice. 


3. The Tribunal understand that many thousends of affidavits 
have been sent to Defense Counsel by members of accused organizations 
interned in camps. Counsel should make arrangements to have these 
summarized by their own staffs or by members of the Organizations 
with legal qualifications. When summarized the original affidavits 
should be filed with the General Secretary's office and summaries 
certified by Defense Counsel submitted to the Commissioners. The 
Commissioners shall examine these summaries and submit them to the 
Tribunal. 


Request_of Dr. Laternser, counsel for General Staff and OKW, for 
certain passages to be struck out of the transcript of the evidence 
by Guido Schmidt: 

The Tribunal denied this request. 


7. Bequest of Dr, Nelte, defense counsel for Keitel, for Document USSR-15]: 
This request was denied. 


8. Request of Dr. Pelckmann, counsel for SS, for documents: 
a. The following documents if not already in the defendant's 


possession will be made available if they can be located, for information of 
the defense counsel. The question of admissibility will be finally determined 
at a later date: 
(1) Statistics of the Economic and Administrative Head Office: 
(a) Number and names of Concentration Camps. 
(>) Number and names of the Labor Camps. 
(c) Number of Internees in each camp during 1940-45. 
(2) "Dachau SS" by Wm. W, Quinn, Col., GSC, G-2, 7th US Army. 
(3) Rauschrig - Discussions with Hitler. 
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b. The following documents were denied by the Tribunal: 

(1) Statistics of the Reich Ministry of Justice of sentences for 
listening-in to foreign radio stations. 
War experiences of the Parachutist Thom Morgan from Manila to 
Paris. "Invasion's Hell" by John Henry Miller, Rascher-Zdition, 
Zurich (Switzerland) 1944-45, 
War Propaganda and the Prevention of War, by Dr. Konrad Morgen. 
"German Justice" for 1940-41 (Essay by State Secretary: 
Dr. Roland Freisler on Collective Guilt as basis of Polish 
Penal lew). 
Minutes of the trials and reasons for judicial sentences in 
the following trials of Commendants and Guards of Concentration 
camps: 
(a) Celle near Henover. 
(b) Rastatt re Neve Bremme Camp. 
(c) Wupperthal re Struthoff-Natzweiler Concentration Camp. 


9. Request of Dr. Servatius, counsel for NSDAP, for documents: 
ae The following documents if not already in the defendant's 

possession will be made available if they can be located, for information of 
the defense counsel, The question of admissibility will be finally determined 
at a later date: 

(1) All the annual sets of the Party Statistics. Publisher - 

Chief of the Reich Organization. 
(2) "The Party Judge" - All Editions (1938-1945). 


10. Request of Dr, Gawlik, counsel for the SD, for documents: 
ae The following document if not already in the defendant's 
possession will be made available if it can be located, for information of 
the defense counsel. The question of admissibility will be finally determined 
at a later date: 
(1) Command folios of the Chief of the SIPO and the SD. 
be The following document was denied by the Tribunal: 
(1) Book entitled "The Cross and the Swastika" by Johann Neuhaesler. 


il. ues kel ouns for the Gestapo, for documents: 

a. The following documents if not already in the defendant's 
possession will be made available if they can be located, for information of 
the defense counsel, The question of admissibility will be finally determined 
at a later date: 

(1) Intelligence Service Bulletin 1944-45, 
(2) Information Bulletin of Group IV.E 1938-44, 


12. The request of Lieutenant Colonel Neave to continue the Commissions 
until 13 July was approved by the Tribunal. 


13. The Tribunal decided that in the morning session of 4 July 1946, 
the letters on correction of the transcripts from Dr. Sauter, dated 17 June 
1946, and from Dr. Exner, dated 23 June 1946, would be put to defendants 
Funk (Sauter) and Jodl (Emer) in order that the correct testimony would be 
entered on the record. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 7:00 PM | BAY: 
Y 


/ JOHN E, RA 
Colonel, FA 
General Secrethry 


J 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
27 June 1946 2:10 FM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


le Proposal by Lieutenant Colonel A.M.S. Neave regarding summarization 
of evidence taken on Commission: 
The Tribunal approved the following statement, prepared by 
Mr. Biddle, as answer to Colonel Neave's Proposal: 


Colonel Neave's report should state briefly his activities 
under the Order of the Tribunal of March 12, 1946, with respect 
to taking evidence on behalf of the Criminal Organizations, and 
summarize the evidence taken, under headings appropriate to the 
subjects referred to in paragraph 6 (a) of the Order. `The 
report should not attempt to draw any conclusions from the 
evidence, but should merely analyze it as objectively as 
possible. 


2. Mr. Biddle brought up the question of clarifying the use of the 
evidence being heard before the Commissions. The Tribunal agreed that an 
announcement would be made in court to the effect that by the original order 
was meant that any of the evidence taken on the Commissions which the Defense 
Counsel wished to use, should be offered in evidence by them. This evidence 
will then become a part of the record subject to any objection. Counsel for 
the organizations should begin to make up their document books as soon as 
possible and put in their requests for translation. 


3. The request of the Austrians to interrogate defendants Goering, 
Kaltenbrunner, Seyss-Inquart, and von Papen, was brought up by Judge Parker. 
The Tribunal agreed that there was no objection to this interrogation 
provided that: 


a. Normal security regulations were observed. 

be The evidence obtained would not be made public prior to the 
promulgation of the sentence of the defendants concerned. 

Ce The defendants are informed of the purpose of the interrogation 
and it is made clear to them that the result of the interro- 
gation will not be used in any way in connection with the 
trial at present proceeding before the International Military 
Tribunal at Nurnberg. 

The defendants are willing to be interrogated. 
Their counsels are informed of the project and given the 
opportunity to be present at the interrogation. 


4. A general discussion was engaged in. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 5:00 PM 


JOHN E. RAY 
Colonel, FA 
General Secr 
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Palace of Justice 
Ndraberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
24 June 1946 5:25 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


The draft of the order prepared by Judge Parker re limitation of time 
for final speeches of defense was considered and the amended draft was 
accepted by the Tribunal, Mr. Biddle and General Nikitchenko dissenting. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 6:45 PM ; —— 
d 


/ JOHN E. RAY 
Colonel, FA 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
19 June 1946 5:20 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


1. Lord Justice Lawrence brought up for consideration the resignation of 
Brigadier General W. L, Mitchell as General Secretary of the Tribunal due to 
his contemplated departure for the United States on or about 30 June 1946. 

The Tribunal accepted his resignation, and appointed Colonel John E. Ray as his 
successor. The Tribunal directed that the following statement should be 
recorded in the minutes of the meeting: 


On the resignation of Brigadier General Mitchell from the office 
of General Secretary of the International Military Tribunal at 
Nurnberg, the Tribunal desires to place on record its appreciation 
of his services. 


Brigadier General Mitchell took up the post of General Secretary 
on 6 November 1945, when the precise functions and duties of the 
General Secretary of the Tribunal had not been settled or defined, 
and it is principally due to his organizing ability and energy that 
the General Secretariat has done its work so smoothly and has carried 
out tho many orders of the Tribunal so efficiently. His work has 
involved communication with all parts of the world, and the finding 
and the bringing to Nurnberg of a large number of witnesses from 
every part of the area of the Control Commission for Germany. The 
Tribunal records its gratitude to Brigadier General Mitchell for his 
services and for his invaluable assistance on all occasions. 


In seconding the motion, General Nikitchenko said: 


the conditions of the work of the Office of the General Secretary 
are very complicated since there are four different countries in the 
same organization, and General Mitchell has organized that work in such 
a way that we have not encountered any difficulties. I ascribe this 
exclusively to the ability of General Mitchell to work in a coordinated 
manner with all Secretaries of the Secretariat, and to his ability to 
organize work in such a way that it would be concise and clear to every 
member. Of course, the Tribunal will be somewhat affected by the departure 
of General Mitchell and with his leaving, the Soviet members of the 


Tribunal wish to express their appreciation for General Mitchell's excellent 
cooperation. 


M. Donnedieu de Vabres agreed with the previous statements, and wished to express 


the gratitude of the French Delegation for the competence and courtesy displayed 
by General Mitchell. 


Mr. Biddle added, on behalf of the American members, an expression of his 
appreciation of the excellent work done by General Mitchell. 
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The name of Lieutenant Colonel Lawrence D. Egbert, AUS (soon to 
revert to civilian status), was recommended by the General Secretary to the 
Tribunal, and the President read his qualifications. After full discussion, 
it was unanimously agreed that Lieutenant Colonel Egbert should be appointed 
as Editor, at a salary of approximately $9,000. per annum. 


3. Request of Dr. Servatius for additional fees: 

The Tribunal considered the request of Dr. Servatius for equal 
pay as counsel for two defendants, i.e., one defendant and the organization 
"Political Leader Corps", and decided that this request should be granted, 
beginning approximately 1 June 1946. It was further decided that this 
decision does not apply to any other counsel than Dr. Servatius at this time. 


4. Admittance of-a Defense Counsel for the Main Defendant (German 
bli of w rim 
This request was denied by the Tribunal. 


5. 


PEA PET E E ETO ta etna te " Kirkpatrick: 
The Tribunal granted thie request. 


6. Request of Dr, Morkel, Counsel for the Gestapo, for documents: 

a. The following documents if not already in the defendant's 
possession will be made available if they can be located, for information of 
the defense counsel. The question of admissibility will be finally determined 
at a later date: 

(1) haw 24 and 25 of the Inter-Allied Control Commission 
together with all annexes in German. 

(2) Service Regulatione of the Security Police for Service 
abroad. 


7. Bequest of Dr, Boehm, Counsel for the SA, for documents: 
ae Applications for the following documents to be returned to counsel 
for further particulars: 


(1) "Ulmer Tagblatt", No. 285 of 13.11.33. 
(2) "Ullustrierter Beobachter" of 7.3.31, 11.4.31, 24.10.31, 
and 26.12.31. 

b. The following document if not already in the defendant's 
possession will be made available if it can be located, for information of the 
defense counsel. The question of admissibility will be finally determined at 
a later date: 


(1) Luyken: "Handbuch der SA" von Offene Worte-Verlag. 


8. Request of Dr. Pelckwann, Counsel for SS, for documents: 
ae The following document if not already in the defendant's 
possession will be made available if it can be reasonably located, for infor- 
mation of the defense counsel. The question of admissibility will be finally 
determined at a later date: 
(1) "Minutes of the Sittings of the German Reichstag from 
February to April, 1933." 


Request of Dr. Laternser, Counsel for Gener. taff and OKW, f 
nts: 
ae The following documents were denied by the Tribunal: 
(1) English Close Combat Regulations. 
(2) Copy of Regulations carried by American Troops. 
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scheidt istant 


The Tribunal denied this request. 


11. commendation of Dr, Servatius, Counsel for the Political Leader 
Corps, regarding procedure: 

The Tribunal denied the recommendations of Dr. Servatius. In 
answer to the request and comment of Colonel Neave upon these recommendations, 
Judge Birkett and Judge Biddle are to draw up an order on what type of report 
the Tribunal desires, and bring it before the other members of the Tribunal. 


12. An announcement is to be made in Court in regard to the time of 
appearance of supplementary witnesses. These witnesses are to be heard at the end of 
the case for the defendants. The General Secretary made a report to the Tribunal 
on the witnesses and interrogatories still outstanding. The Tribunal agreed to 
the suggestion of General Nikitchenko that a time should be set when interrogatories 
would be considered, and that an announcement should be made to the defense counsel 


that at the end of the cases, these interrogatories which have not been presented 
should be presented to the Tribunal. 


13. General Nikitchenko suggested that the evidence on the Katyn Forest 
incident be presented in written form rather than by witnesses. The Tribunal 
agreed that the General Secretary should contact both the Prosecution and the 
Defense, and ask their opinions on whether or not this could be done. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 6:25 PM 


W. Le MITCHELL 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
12 June 1946 5:00 PM 


— 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


l. Discussion of the Rechberg affidavit with the Chief Prosecutors, 
Dre Sauter and Dr. Froschmann: 

After hearing discussion by the Chief Prosecutors and the two 
defense counsel, the Tribunal decided that the charges contained in the affidavit 
of Arnold Rechberg and Eberhard Cornelius were unfounded. It was further decided 
that a suitable reply to Rechberg and Cornelius would be drafted by the 
President. 


2. Time limitation on fizal speeches: 
After further discussion of the time limitation on final speeches, 
it was decided that the draft prepared by the President, with certain modifi- 
cations, would be adopted and announced as an order in court on 13 June. 


3. General Nikitchenko suggested that some statement should be made to 
the Defense Counsel to the effect that the trial was not to be used as an 
excuse for the exploitation of politics or for attacks against any of the 
participating nations. The Tribunal was asked to consider this matter. 


4. Supplemental witnesses: 
It was decided that witnesses granted individual defendants as the 
result of supplemental applications would be heerd at the completion of all of 
the defendants! cases. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 7:00 PM 


— 


/ ss — C 

We Le MITCHELL / 

Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
~~ ft 4 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY 
Meeting 
5 June 1946 


— — — — — 


Lord Justice Lawrence presid 


All Members of the Tritunal and their 
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Palace of Justice 
well > 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates, with the exception of 
Judge Birkett, were present. 


Klefisch (Assistant Counsel for SA) to split the 
defense of the SA into component parts: 
This — was denied by the Tribunal. 


Te Merkel, Counsel for the Gestapo 
document was denied by the Tribunal: 
within the State" roy Papoff 
following documents if not already in the defendant 
possession will be made available if they can rm 
of the defense counsel. The question of ibility will be finally; 
determined at a later date: 
General and Political I —— 
Lay. Vol. Els — * ol. 
"History of the Police", by 
"Conception of Police in th 
by Wolzendorff 


Administrative 


Application of Dr. Babel, Cow 
ae The followin; document was denied by ti 
(1) "An American Doctor's Odyssey", by Heiser 
b. The following documents if not already in the defendant's 
possession will be made available if they can be located, for information 
of the defense counsel. The question of admissibility will be finally 
etermined at a later date: 
"Compilation of Laws", Reich Police Code 
SS and Police Court — of 19345 
Decision of the Reich Foreien ees er re introduction of 
conscription for people of Germa lood in Yugoslavia 
Collection of issued by the SS main office for 
SS Courts 
Rules on examinations at Junker Colleges, 1942 and 1944 
Official diary of SS Sector XXIV, Bremen 


4. Application of Dr. Ba , Counsel for the SS, for documents: 
ae The following document was denied by the Tribunal: 
(1) Decision of the Military Government, Munich, 3 August 1945, 
re statute 52, paragraph II. 
b. The following document if not already in the defendant's 
possession will be made available if it can be located, for information 
of the defense counsel. The question of admissibility will be finally 
determined at a later date: 
(1) List of Ordinances and directives of SS Reichsfuehrer 
and Chief of German Police, all annual sets. 
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Palace of Justice 
"n + 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
SO May 1946 5:00 PM 


Lord Justice Lewrence presiding 


— —-. 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present: 


l. Motions by the 
defendants as ta final speeches in EREA 1 with 
defendants and apvlication by Dr. s tannenbecker — 
individual defendants not be comple’ 
orsenizations: 
The plan of the Prosecution contained in Par { 
their motion was approved by the Tribunal, wi 1e modification that the 
statements of the defendants should be heard lan t inmedia very before the 
judgment of the Court. Lord Justice Lawrence an udg are to edit 
the draft prepared by Judge Parker and oresent it ir mally the other 
members of the Tribunal before the final order f ; hovld be 
the order that Counsel for no individua lefendant sha have the 
ask any question of a witness called 
ermission of the Tribunal. 
A separate order regarding limitation of time in tant 
will be issued at a leter date as Defer isel have been instr 
confer and report back to the Tribunal their ideas on a Visitation 
for final speeches. The General Secretary is to put this item on 
agenda., The question of the submitting of the final speeches to the 
for consideration prior to translation is to be discussed when the Defense 
make their report to the Tribunal. 


Ea 


~ 


2. Request by Colonel Neave for definite date on which work of 
Commission is to be finished: 
Statement prepared by Colonel Neave is to be read by him a 
order on the direction of the Tribunal, and is to set 5 July 1946 as 
for the conclusion of the hearing of witnesses before the Commission. 


Tribunal esta bli sh the approximate number of 3 


before the Tribunal only: 
This request was denied by the Tribunal, es it has been decided 
that all witnesses for Organizations will be heard by the Commission. 


3. Request of Dr. Laternser that in conducting the le 


4. Request by_ 
the metter of dealing 
members of the SS in big 
The Tribunal decided th Y 1a is to represent the SS 

during the remainder of tne trial. — D was also made that Dr. Babel is 
to summarize the 65,000 statements of organization members and. to present his 
report to the Tribunal; whenever a quotation or reference to one of the 
affidavits is used, the affidavit should be identified. 
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IM? Meeting - 20 May 1946 


5> Qxrder for printing the record of 
The following order was opte > 
of keeping original documents or possibly heSowha tic 
place for historical purposes rou ht before 
date. 


ORDER 
(1) Every document or portion of a document offered in evidence, or 
of which judicial notice was taken by the Tribunal, shall be lodged with 
the General Secretary. 


(2) The General Secretary shall, 
Tribunal, — uncer his direction 
appropriate staff and fecilities, who 
arranging, — and preparing for printing i printing, 
authorized to be printed by the Tribunal. —— shall be prin 
addition to what the Tribunal hae already euthorized, under fur 
orders of the Tribunal, material from the followin; 


entire documents which are 
have — submitted; 
and descriptions or photographs of non- 


rts of documents judicially noticed by 


(d) published orders of the Tribunal not ineluded in the 
transcript; 

(e) such further material as the Tribunel from time to time 
may direct. 


(3) The General Secretary shall 


(a) prepare a lis ell documents put in evidence before the 

unal or noticed j lly by the Tribunal, and shall indicate 
therein those document have not been read and those documents 
from which extra y have been rea * 

(bd) ascertain and report to the Tribunal the views of the chief 
prosecutors and defense counsel as to those documents, or parts of 
documents, which they recommend for printing. 

(c) ascertain and report to the Tribunal to what e ; there 
are available translations into English, French, German and ——— 
of the material recommended in Paragraph (2) above 


buehler's applic: 
i?) 


— aiis a er on which had been_ refused previously by 
the Tribunal: 
Decision was made that Counsel should not be nermitted to refer 


to any documents or matters which the Tribunal hes ruled out as evidence. 


tion in open court on 14 May re use of 
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ication for documents from Dr. Boehm, Counsel for the SA: 
following documents if not already in the defendent's 
possession will be made available if they cen be located, for information 
of the defense counsel. The question of admissibility will be finally 
determined a later date: 
Taegliche Rundschau (Daily Survey) 
Deutsche Tageszeitung dated 12.2.1921 


De OGL o 


S.J. Bussew: "Die Lehren des Buergerkrieges" (The lessons of 
the Civil War) Homburg 1923 

"SA-Service Regulations" published by C. Huber, /Amersee 

Sponholz, "Die SA 1933-1943" 

Roehm, "Geschichte der SA" (History of the SA) 


{+ 


following documents are denied as being irrelevant: 
Karl Plaettner "Der Org stierte rote Schrecken" 

Taktik und Organisation der revolutionecren Orfenzive 
(Tactics and Orgenisation of the revolutionary offensive) 
Hearst Press: Editions from 20.9.1937 and 20.9.1938 

German newspaper "Die Welt", all editions for February 1940 


"The 19th Century and After" of 29.4.36, News Cronicle of 


suyas 


9 « 
Kim oS 


Chicago Tribune of 11.12.45 

Chicago Tribune of 12.12.45 

Hitler's conquest of America, speech by Robert 
15.6.45 

Catholic Digest of August 1945 

Hugh Wilson, Yeers as a Diplomat 

Expert Opinions by University Prof 

Dozent Jegerselt, Stockholm 


THE MELTING ADJOURNED AT 6:35 PM 


et huh ie 


lie MITC EOLA BS) 
Brigedier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
aai . 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
4: Z0 PH 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


w+ — — — — 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


Sir David Maxwell~Fyfe, Mr. Dodd, General Rudenko, and M. Dubost, 
the Prosecution, and Dr. Pannenbecker and Dr. Kubuschok, of the Defense, were 
present to present their views on the motion by the Chief Prosecutors as to 
final speeches in connection with the individual defendants and the spnli- 
cation by Dr. Pannenbecker that the trial of the individual defend: not 
be completed prior to the triel of the orgenizations. A motion 
twenty-one counsel for the individual defendants concerning the 
speeches was also presented and considered. Some discussion was al 
on the length of the final statements by the Defense. After their views 
had been presented, the members of the Prosecution and the 
excused, and the Tribunal held further discussion on these 
decision being deferred te a later date, 


A 


Tribunal decided to hold another meeting at 4:30 


NG ADJOURNED AT 6:50 PM 


ACOMCA)VCCC 

W T TPCRHEPLI ⸗ 

Ne doe MILO 

Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
22 May 1946 


Lord Justice Lawrence presidin 


— —— —— — 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


l. Complaint of internees of the neral Staff and OKW" 

The Tribunal hove heard thet a Board of Officers has been set 
up to investigate the matter raised in this correspondence, and they decided 
to take no action at this time but to await a report which will be sent to 
it by the Board of Officers upon completion of their investigation. 


Request by Dr. Pannenbecker 
the trial of the individus. 
the trial of the org 
This matter was postponed until the next 
representatives of the Def enue and the Prosecution will 
= esent their views. The Tribunal decided that the amoun 
pent in argument is to ] “put to Counsel. 


Reguest_ 
Defendan 


wog 
— 


4. Request for decision on "Certificate Authenticating Transcripts": 
The proposed draft of the certificate as submitted by the 


General Secretary was approved. 


5. Request of Dr. Pelckmann, C 
Dr. Haensl, to Switzerland 
with psychologists: 
The Tribunal denied this request. 


aalis. ation of f Dr. E Dr. Aschenaver), Counsel 


Gisevius 


ited by the Tribunal. 


Apolication of Dr. Merkel, Counsel for the Gestapo 


a. "The State within the State", by Papoff 
1 General and Political 1 Police in the Prussiar Administrat 
Vol. II, one-half Vol. =o — Drew-Lassar 


— weer 
“Hi story of the Police", b Melcher 
i) err EE a ee ae 


resleu 1918", by 
Wolzendorff 


Decision on these documents was deferred due to request by 
Prosecution. 
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IM? Meeting - 22 May 1946 


8. Application of Dr. Babel, Counsel for the SS, for documents 
a. ‘An American Doctor's Odyssey", by Heiser 
b. "Compilation of Laws", Reich h Police Code 
Ce SS and Police Court Manuals of 1933-45 
de Decision of the Reich Foreign Minister re ironic thon _of 
conscription for people of German blood in Yugoslavia 
e. Collection of decrees issued by the SS main —— for SS Cou: 
f. Rules on examinations at Junker Colleges, 1942 and 1944 
g Official diary of SS Sector XXIV V, Bremen 


Decision on these documents was deferred due to request by 


rvs 


Prosecution. 


9. Request by Dr. Boehm that all affidavits submitted before 9 May 1946 
be declared valid: 
The Tribunal decided that these affidavits would be euthentic 
even if they were authenticated by a German Notary, Judge, or Police Official. 


10. The General Secretary is to notify General Rudenko end other 
members of the Prosecution, and Dr. Sauter that the Tribunal would like to 
see them on the matter of the Rechberg affidevit, at the meeting on 29 May. 
General Nikitchenko requested that this not be an official meeting. 


ll. Judge Birkett requested that the agenda for the next meeting include 
the matter of the minor differences in the indictments. These differences 
can be settled by a resolution from the Tribunal, and Judge Birkett is to 
draft up such a resolution. The discrepancies have been put into lists so 
that they may be easily detected, and the Prosecution has expressed the 
opinion that the simplest method would be to bring the other three texts 
into conformance with the German text. 


12. General Nikitchenko gave information that the Defense Counsel were 
systematically holding press conferences. The General Secretary is to be 
given ell the information General Nikitchenko has, and was directed to 
investigate this and make a report to the Tribunal. 


NG ADJOURNED AT 7:00 PM 


Wik. Pate Phe E— 
W. Le MITCHELL 


Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nirnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
13 May 1946 4:55 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


— — 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


La 


ervordon's complaints: 
The Tribunal directed the General Secretary to write a letter 
to Professor Hallervorden explaining the fact that the court record was 
misquoted by a reporter; that the statements in the newspaper were not 
mace in actual court, thus the cause for his complaint is not found in the 
court record but in the newspaper, and that the Tribunal feels that they 
cannot exercise their powers of calling him as a witness before the 


Tribunal. The letter is to be submitted to the President prior to dispatch. 


2. Request of Dr. Mutrux for hand imprints of defondants: 


This request was denied by the Tribunal. The General Secretary 
is to draft a letter of refusal to Dr. Mutrux. 


3. Retention of the office of Berlin Secretary of the Tribunal: 

The Tribunal decided that the Berlin office should be retained, 
but that the replacement might possibly be someone with other duties as this 
did not appear to be a full-time job. 


4. Comment of Prosecution re extent of charces of SS: 
The Tribunal decided that a reply to Dr. Babel should be made, 
stating that the distinction between verious branches of the SS will have 
to be gone into by the Tribunal. He should be directed that this distinction 
should be made very cloar, and if he wants to claim that some people should 
be left out, he must show evidence why this should be. The General Secretary 
to prepare reply and submit to the President prior to dispatch. 


5. Application of Dr, Hermann Jahrreiss, assistent counsel for Jodl 
to address Forum Academicum at University of Frankfurt: 

The Tribunel directed the General Secretary to address a letter 
to Dr. Jshrreiss, with a copy going to Dr. Kempner, expressing the view of 
the Tribunal that it would be inappropriate and undesirable for such a speach 
to be mace while the cease is being tried. 


6. Request of German officials to allow German people to try war 
criminals under the laws of Germany! 
The General Secretary was directed to reply to the Allied 
Control Council for Germany substantially as follows: 

While the Tribunal is trying these defendante in 
accordance with the agreement of 8 August 1945 and the Charter, 
no other court has jurisdiction, and on the whole it is thought 
unwise to make any suggestion as to future trials. 


Request of Dr. Servatius for sn expert's opinion on the suthenticity 
of Documents D-728: 


The Tribunel refused the request for a further opinion by an 
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6. The President. asked the members of the Tribunal to five thought to 
question of the trying of the High Command, i.e. is there or is there 
a case against it. 


— — 
a Politische Polizei, by Bernhard Weiss 
This document if not already in the defendant's possession 
will be made available if it can be loca ted, for informetion of the defense 
counsel. The guestion of admissibility will ve finally determined at a 
later date. 
de ——“ tions * the SS and Police 
C. Silber, the other weapons 
— two PER er were denied by the Tribunal 


Applications for documents from Dr, Merkel, counsel l for the Gestapo: 


- 


. 
4 


Pelckman, counsel for t) 


SS Manuel 
SS Bulletin of the SS High Court Chief Office 
These documents if not already in the defendant's possession 
will be mede available if they can be located, for informetion.of the defense 
counsel. The question of admissibility will be finally determined at a 
later date. 


De. 


Applic: tions for do gocunents (1 
Ass sistant) _couneel f 


face: applications re to be returned to counsel for further 
to relevancy. 


from Dr. Boehm (Dr. Aschenaver, 


é for documents from 
ne SY serulations regarding 


eS 


Report on the conditions in I 


SD- -Office Salzburgs 
One lithographed directi 
occupieð territories : d SD 
These documents if in possession 
will be made available if they can be ade ter pe ———— ‘of the defense 


Tho question of admissibility will be finelly determined at = later 


E MEETING ADJOURNED AT 6:45 PM 


We Le — LL 
Brigadier General, U.S. — 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
ll May 1946 12:30 AM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were 


present. 


1. Supplementary applications for witnesses and documents 
discussed by the Tribunal. Decisions will be made as a separate order. 
3 eppointment of Mr. McIlwraith, British 
f 


Tribunal agreed 


MEETING ADJOURNED AT 2:10 PM 


7 s 
we ite 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 


General Secretary 
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75 Palace of Justice 


Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
6 May 1946 5:00 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


The Tribunal discussed the problem of the printing of the record. 
Mr. Biddle submitted a proposed order on this subject which was turned 
over to Mr. Barton for study and report by the Committee. It was further 
decided that in the meantime the members of the Tribunal would discuss 
the proposed order with the Chief Prosecutors. It was decided that 
recommendations for the position of Editor should be made by the Committee. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 6:15 PM 


a ——— ig: 
f 7 4 LEL 


We Le MITCHELL 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
4 May 1946 12:45 AM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal anà their Alternates were present. 


The recommendations for the material to be printed in the first 
volume of the transcript of the proceedings of the trials as submitted 
by the Committee were considered. After discussion it was agreed that 
the following would be ineluded in the first volume =- the exact order 


in the printed volume to be an editorial decision when all the material 
is available: 


Title page. 
Table of contents. 
List of judges. 
List of prosecutors = legal not administrative. 
List of defense counsel and associates. 
List of principal officials of General Secretariat 
and Seecretariats of four nations. 
Agreements of the 8th of August and Charter. 
Indictment. 
Rales of procedure. 
Certificates of Service of Indictment on defendants. 
Written Order as to publieation of notices to defendant 
Bormann and members of groups and organizations. 
Report of Major Hortin as to publication of notices 
and any subsequent such roports. 
Report of the proceedings in open session in Berlin 
on lodging of Indictinent. 
Transcripts of open sessions at Nuremberg prior to 
20th November, 1945. 
Any written motions made to the Tribunal referred to 
in the preliminary open sessions. 

16. Doetors' reports on the defendant Krupp. 

17. Order as to medical examination of Hess. 

18. Doetors' reports on the defendant Hess. 

19. Doctors’! reports on the defendant Streicher. 


THE MELTING ADJOURNED AT 1:35 PM 


WL PoteFBe€e— 
i4 A 
W. L. MITCHELL 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
27 April 1946 10:00 AM 


e 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present: 


l. Mr. Doda, Sir David Maxwell-Fyfe, General Rudenko, and M. Dubost 
of the Prosecution, and Dr. Dix of the Defense, were present to discuss 
with the Tribunal the problem of shortening cross-exeminations. After the 
discussion had been presented, the Tribunal directed the Prosecution to 
continue this discussion among themselves, and to submit to the Tribunal 
a report on cross-examination of witnesses by only one Prosecutor, with a 
view to shortening the proceedings. Members of the Prosecution and the 
Defense then withdrew. 


2. Request of Dr, Kubuschok, counsel for the Reichscebinet, that 


witnesses of individual defendants prior to the trial of the 
organizations: 
This request was denied by the Tribunal. 


d4pplication for interrogatories to be sent to (1) Generel Bedell 
Smith and Field Marshall Lord Allenbrook, (2) Marshall Zukhof: 
The Tribunal denied these applications as being irrelevent. 


Request of Dr. Steinbauer, counsel for Seyss—Inguart to change 


seguence of examining witnesses: 
Refused, 


Request of Kranzbuehler, counsel for Doenitz, to change sequence 
of examining witnesses: 
Refused. 


Request of Dr. Sauter, counsel for Schirach, that permission be 
granted for the publishing via press and radio of a statement 
of Schirach: 

Refused, 


7. Applicstions for documents by Dr. Babel, counsel for the SS: 

a. Report books of the main office SS Court of Justice (all years) 

b. Statistics of the main office SS Court of Justice (all years) 

ce. Regulations of the SS re discipline and complaints dated 1932 

These documents if not already in the defendant's possession 

will be made available if they can be located, for information of the defense 
counsel. The question of admissibility will be finally determined at a later 
date. 


8. Iwo reports from the Committee on the Official Record: 
ae Printing of transcripts—Introductory Volume 
b. Assembly of material for the official record of the trial 
Several questions were brought up by Mr. Biddle for the 

consideration of the Tribunal, and the question was left for later discussion. 
Judge Birkett brought up the question of the indictment being slightly 
different in the four different languages, and suggested that they should 
be uniform. 
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IMT Meeting - 27 April 1946 


9. The Tribunal discussed the note by the President on the form and 
preparation of final judgment. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 12:45 AM 


We Bt ZZ cee 
W. Le MITCHELL 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 





I 


No. 72 Palace of Justice 


Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
17 April 1946 5:45 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


— — 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates, with the exception of 
Judge Birkett, were present. 


l. Supplementary applications for witnesses and documents were 
discussed by the Tribunal. Decisions will be made as a separate order. 


2. Memorandum dated 2 April 1946 from General Secretary to the 
Tribunal regarding selection of witnesses for organizations: 
This memorandum was approved with minor changes which are 
to be incorporated into it by the General Secretary. 
ae In Par. 1b(1), wording should be changed to "as soon 
as possible" rather than "directly". 
b., Witnesses should be examined before appearance in 
court to expedite examination. 


3. Letter from Dr. Babel, subject, "Extent of Charges Against SS": 
The memorandum is to be referred to the Prosecution with no 
comment by the Tribunal, for eny suggestion they might have to make. 


4, letter from Colonel Neave, subject, "Appointment of Mr. Igo 
Rasumov as Assistant Commissioner"; 
This appointment was confirmed by the Tribunal. 


5. Discussion of interrogatories for Admirai Nimitz from Doenitz: 
The Tribunal decided that the interrogatory is to be sent 
out with a covering statement by Mr. Biddle. 


6. Applications for documents: 
ae From Dr. Babel for the SS 
(1) Christmas books of the SS, published in December 
1942, 1943, 1944. 
(2) Special editions of the SS guidance pamphlets at 
Christmas 1942, 1943, 1944. 
b. From Dr. Heim for the Gestapo: 
(1) Bavarian Review (No. 7, 6 April 1946) 
These documents if not already in the defendant's possersion 
will be made available if they can be located, for information of the 


defense counsel. The question of admissibility will be finally determined 
at a later date. 


7. Draft of "Rules for hearing evidence before commissioners" 
submitted by Colonel Neave: 
Adopted in principal. Colonel Neave is to coordinate with the 
Chief Prosecutors and submit a redraft to the Tribunal for final decision. 





e LDM 


H2786 -00 


a 


8. Letter from Headquarters, U.S. Forces, European Theater re 


"Release from Internment of Members of Organizations Indicted as 
Criminal" in which an opinion is requested on release of members 
of indicted organizations: 
The General Secretary was directed by the Tribunal to make 
the following reply: 


The Tribunal believe that it is not appropriate 
for the Tribunal to advise USFET whom they should or 
should not release as members of indicted organizations. 


9. Payment of Counsel fees: 
The Tribunal decided that 7,500 RM should be paid to each 


defense counsel now, with the matter of further payments to be left over. 
To those counsel who have more than one defendant, an additional fifty 
percent will be paid. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 6:45 PM 


W. Le MITCHELL 7⁄7 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 


Meeting 
15 April 1946 9:30 AM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


l. Rosenbere's document books: 

The Tribunal ruled that all the documents in Book 1, Volume 1 and 
Volume 2 should be denied up to and including the book by Hellpach, that is 
to say Exhibits 1 to 6 and also Exhibits 7e and Exhibit 8. Secondly, the 
Tribunal rules that it will take judicial notice of Exhibits Ts Fag 70, Fe 
and 7d, but it rules that those Exhibits 7 to 7d are not to be read at the 
present stage but may be quoted by counsel in his final speech. Thirdly, 
the Tribunal allows books 2 and 3, and, fourthly, the Tribunal rules that 
the defendant Rosenberg shall be called first and any documents which have 
been allowed may be put to him in the course of his examination. 


2. plication by Dr. Th ounsel for Rosenberg, for an affidavit from 
Professor Dencker: 


Granted. 


3. Request of counsel Kranzbuehler for the translation of documents: 


The Tribunal decided that these documents are to be translated, but 
that the question of admissibility is to be decided later. 


4. Memorandum dated 29 March 1946 from Dr. Babel regarding collection of 
funds from internees of camps, together with copy of letter from the 
German camp leader of Camp Ludwigsburg No. 72 deted 17 December 1945: 


Decision was made that Dr. Babel is not to be allowed to collect 
fees from organization members in camps and will be so notified by the 
General Secretary. 


5. i r do nts om Dr. Merkel for th st 
a. Einancial estimate on the Gestavo for 1942 and 1943. 
bd. Deutsche Allesmeine Zeitung (June 1942). 
These documents if not already in the defendant's possession 
will be made available if they can be located, for information of the defense 


counsel, The question of admissibility will be finally determined at a later 
date. 


6. Applications for documents by Dr. Babel for the SS: 

ae POV (Police Service Regulation) 27/1 (Service Regulation for use 

of the Protective Police). 

be PDV, 27/11 (Service Regulation for the use of the Gendarmerie. 

C» Regulation Gazette of the Ordinary Police. 

d. Regulation Book of Major General of Police Van Bemhard. 

e. varian Gendarmerie ~ Service Regulation, valid for 20-1941. 

These documents if not already in the defendant's possession 

will be made available if they can be located, for informetion of the defense 
counsel. The question of admissibility will be finally determined at a 
later date. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 10:00 AM 


We L., MITCHELL 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
13 April 1946 11:10 AM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


A meeting was called to discuss a copy of a letter from the Mayor in 
Oranienburg, near Berlin, which had been sent to the Prosecution by the 
said Mayor, and which document the Prosecution desired to introduce in 
evidence against the defendant Kaltenbrunner. The document in question 
was a copy of the said Mayor's reply to a letter written to him by 
Dr. Kauffmann, counsel for Kaltenbrunner. Dr. Kauffmann objected to the 
introduction of the copy of the letter by the Prosecution. 


The meeting decided that the document is inadmissible. 


Mr. Biddle and General Nikitchenko voted against the decision and 
requested that the following statement be recorded in the minutes of the 
meeting: 


Note of Dissent: 

To the ruling of the Tribunal refusing the admission of the 
copy of the letter of the Mayor of Oranienburg written in answer to letter 
of counsel for defense Kauffmann, copy of which was sent to the American 
Prosecutor and to the ruling of the Tribunal about the impossibility to 
consider the letter and admit it into evidence, the members from the U.S.A. 
and the U.S.S.R. note their dissent and ask that it be entered upon the 
minutes of the Tribunal. 


They do not consider that the copy of the letter sent to the 
American Prosecutor is in any sense a priviledged communication disclosing 
any professional secrets of the relationship between attorney and client; 
end do not subscribe to the holding that the Tribunal is precluded from 
looking at the copy of the letter for the purpose of determining its 
edmissibility under applicable rules of evidence. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 12:05 PM 


f ae AoC — 
W. L. MITCHELL 7 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
10 April 1946 5:20 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


l. Interrogatory requested by Defense Counsel for Doenitz to be 
sent to Admiral Nimitz: 
The Tribunal decided that this interrogatory is to be allowed 


as it now stands, but is to be accompanied by a statement in substance as 
follows: 


The International Military Tribunal have authorized the 
inclosed questionnaire formulated by counsel for Admiral 
Doenitz, to Admiral Nimitz. The basis of the Tribunal's 
decision in authorizing the questionnaire was that it was 
appropriate to construe the international law of submarine 
warfare by determining what actions were taken by the 
powers during the war. 


Memorandum from the British Secretary regarding the reply from 
the British Admiralty to the Tribunal's request for records 
for the defendant Raeder: 

The Tribunal requested the British delegation to ascertain 
whether or not the reply from the British Foreign Office can be made public. 
If so, the General Secretary is to send a letter to the defense counsel 
quoting their reasons why these records can not be made public. 

General Nik ite henkio**™ 
3. -Sir Nermen-Birketta brought up the subject of methods for 
shortening the trials. Several suggestions were made which members of 
the Tribunal were asked to think about with a view to further discussion. 


4, Lord Justice Lawrence requested the members of the Tribunal to 
study a paper which he had prepared on the problem of judgment and 
preparatory work for such. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 6:25 PM 


Dil Prt tek 
W. Le MITCHELL 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
6 April 1946 1:30 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


l. Supplementary applications for witnesses and documents were 
discussed by the Tribunal. Decisions will be made as a separate order. 


2. st by Dr, Nelte fo ent of expenses incurred by him 
on two trios in connection with the defense of defendant Keitel: 
The Tribunal decided that this request should be granted and 
that in the future, all such requests should be left to the General Secretary. 


3. Three appeals to the Tribunal from Professor Hallervorben to rectify 
statements made by the Prosecution connecting him with activities in 
concentration camps, which he claims to be untrue! 


Decision was made that these statements should be turned over 
to the Prosecution for an investigation and a report to the Tribunal. 


4, uest by Dr, Babel for records of the i urt ti 
against SS General Kurt Meyer: 
The General Secretary was instructed by the Tribunal to write 
to the Canadian authorities for these records. 


5. a: i for documen by D Merkel for the Gestapo: 


Ge S d " 
Geheime Staatspolizei" 
b. Schlierbach, Helmut, "Die politische Polizei in Preussen" 

These two documents, if not already in the defendant's 
possession will be made available. Passages which defendants! counsel wish 
to use may be included in their document books. The question of admissi- 
bility will be finally determined when each document is offered in evidence. 

ce Wassiliew, A.T., OchVana, sus den Papieren des letzten 
russischen Polizeidirektors. 


Denied. 


itis Polizei" "Di 


6. morandum from General Secret n application for documents 
for Sauckel: 

Those applications which counsel agreed to strike out were 
denied by the Tribunal. Decision on all other documents was postponed until 
such time as the General Secretary obtains copies of as many of these 
documents as possible, for review by the Tribunal. 


7e Request by Dr. Iuedinghausen, counsel for Neurath, for minutes of 
the proceedings of the Tribunal in Prague against Karl H. Frank: 
Permission was granted to the counsel or the assistant counsel 
for Neurath to go to Prague, with the authority of the General Secretary, to 
look over the record of théeeproceedings. 
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8. lication dated 18 March 1946 from General Rudenko (Soviet Chief 
Prosecutor ddressed to the Trib requesting reconsideration 
of the Tribunal's ruling on 12 March 1946, regarding the summoning 
of witnesses in connection with the killing of Polish officers in 
the Katyn Forest: 

The Tribunal decided that General Rudenko's application should 
be denied and that no reasons for the denial would be given. General 
Nikitchenko disagreed with the decision in principle for reasons stated at 
a previous meeting on the same subject (Paragraph II of Minutes of the 
Tribunal, 12 March 1946). Mr. Biddle requested that the following statement 
be placed on record as his desired reply to the memorandum: 


"On March 12 the Tribunal, after hearing argument and upon careful 
consideration, granted the application of counsel for the defendant Goering 
to summon witnesses whose testimony is asserted to be relevant to the charge 
in Paragraph VIII (c) (2) of the indictment that the defendants were 
responsible for the killing in the Katyn Forest of 11,000 Polish officers 
who were prisoners of war. The chief prosecutor for the Soviet Union has 
petitioned for reconsideration of this ruling on the ground that the 


Tribunal, in granting the application, has exceeded its powers under the 
Charter. 


"Article 21 of the Charter provides: 


‘The Tribunal shall not require proof of facts of common 
knowledge but shall take judicial notice thereof. It shall 
also take judicial notice of official governmental documents 
end reports of the United Nations, including the acts and 
documents of the committees set up in the various Allied 
countries for the investigation of war crimes, and the records 


and findings cof military or other Tribunals of any of the 
United Nations.' 


"Pursuant to this article, the Tribunal has received and judicially 
noticed the report of the Extraordinary State Commission of the Soviet Union 
of its investigation of the Katyn incident. In receiving the report and 
according it judicial notice, the Tribunal proceeded upon the view that 
Article 21 of the Charter contemplates that the results of such inquiries 
conducted by commissions of the Allied countries should be received without 
further proof and accorded such evidentiary weight as may seem appropriate 
upon all the evidence adduced. It is contended by the chief prosecutor of 
the Soviet Union that this interpretation of Article 21 is erroneous and 
that, properly construed, the Article contemplates that the reports of 
committees established in the Allied countries for the investigation of 


war crimes should be accepted by this Tribunal as irrefutable evidence of 
the facts found. 


"In the opinion of the Tribunal this contention is unsupported by the 
Charter and intrinsically unreasonable in itself. 


“Wheat Article 21 provides is that the ‘acts and documents! of Allied 
investigating committees shall be subject to judicial notice, that is, 
that they shall be received by the Tribunal as evidence of the facts found. 
This provision is fully satisfied when such a report as that of the Extra- 
ordinary State Commission is received without further authentication and 
without independent evidence of the facts upon which the report is based. 
But Article 21 does not provide what weight shall be accorded by the Tribunal 
to the conclusions of an investigative report as evidence of the facts found. 
Still less does it provide that the proof afforded by such conclusions is 
immune to the normal possibility of disproof, if competent evidence in 
contradiction can be brought forth. 
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IMT Meeting ~- 6 April 1946 


"The Soviet Prosecutor is in error in submitting that Article 21 is 
deprived of genuine significance unless judicially noticed reports constitute 
irrefutable evidence. Judicial notice relieves the Prosecution of the 
burden of producing, in the first instance, independent evidence in support 
of the findings embodied in the report. This is a highly significant con- 
sequence and none the less so because independent evidence may be necessary 
in rebuttal should the defendants succeed in adducing substantial disproof 
of the findings in the Committee report. 


"The fundamental point is that if Article 21 required that investigative 
reports be treated as irrefutable evidence of the facts found, that Article 
would nullify the command of Article 19 that the Tribunal shell admit any 
evidence that it deems to have probative value. What is even more important, 
it would stultify the Tribunal as a judicial institution established by the 
signatory nations to apply the judicial method to the ascertainment of the 
relevant facts. The judicial function of the Tribunal would be seriously 
impaired if the Tribunal were bound by the conclusions of a report founded 
upon procedures which, however appropriate to investigation, may lack the 
safeguards provided by the Cherter as intrinsic to the judicial process. 


"The application for reconsideration is accordingly denied." 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 4:00 PM 


Pol Pog Zee tel 


W. L. MITCHELL / 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
4 April 1946 5:15 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


The Chief Prosecutors and Defense Counsel, or their representatives, were 
present. 


The purpose of the meeting was to discuss methods to reduce the amount 
of translation in connection with the Defense Document Books. 


After discussion in which general agreement was reached, the Tribunal 
decided that the following procedure would be tried out: 


Defense Counsel should mark the passages in their document books that 
they want translated. They should then submit these passages to the 
Prosecution and should confer with the Prosecution in order to see whether 
it is really necessary that those passages be translated. The Prosecution 
will, in some instances no doubt, suggest to Defense Counsel that certain 
extracts are cumulative or irrelevant or of so little importance that they 
may not have to be translated. In some instances, where there are many 
documents, certain parts of the documents need not be translated and in that 
way, where there are very large numbers, the burden of the translation will 
be reduced. Where there would be a great difference of opinion, the matter 
might be submitted to the Tribunal, There will be, of course, a number of 
differences of opinion and in certain cases the Tribunal may think thet 
they should go to translation. It is a preliminary examination solely 


designed for the purpose of saving the translating division unnecessary 
work. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 5:45 PM 


WL dpr ha He —. 
W. Le MITCHELL 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
2 April 1946 5:15 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


Dr. Laternser and Dr. Kubuschok were present representing Defense Counsel 
for the indicted organizations. 


A number of applications have been received from defense counsel for 
the accused organizations to submit questionnaires on certain metters to 
inmates of Internment Camps. In addition, Dr. Kubuschok has applied for 
the right to submit affidavits on behalf of members of the organizations. 
After consideretion of these proposals, the Tribunal directs: 


Defense counsel shall have the right to file affidavits taken 
from witnesses on behalf of the organizations, providing their evidence 
is relevant and not cumulative. In accordance, however, with paragraph 5 
of the order of the Tribunal dated 13 March, it is considered thet the 
sending of interrogatories in appropriate cases is to be preferred. The 
prosecution shall be entitled to issue cross interrogatories. 


Counsel shall be permitted to send questionnaires to specified 
individuals in Internment Camps or elsewhere, to obtain answers to certain 
questions for their own information. 


The request of defense counsel for the SA to have questionnaires 
published in the Press and on the wireless is denied. The Tribunal 
considers that sufficient notice has already been given to members of the 
accused organizations to enable counsel to obtain representative witnesses 


to give evidence in accordance with paragraph 6 of the Order of 13 March 
1946. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 5:50 PM 


JLL Friel 
W. L. MITCHELL 7 


Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
nberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
28 March 1946 2:00 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


l. Request of von Runstedt to be heard as a witness: 
Decision was made that this application should be turned over to 
Dr. Laternser for his information and such action as he may desire. 


ution! ti t to calli othar Streich s a witness: 
The Tribunal directed that the passage referring to Streicher should 
be struck out of the transcript. 


The Tribunal — J— — —— — & Sey mae and an 
organization should be paid the same amount as a counsel representing 
two defendants. 


t h 1946 from K b or furthe dv. 


Decision was made that this request should be granted. 


—— t 7 ch 194 dressed to th 
t smi — — orandum from Division, Contro cil 
——— witness fees and transportation costs for witnesses: 
Decision was made to adopt the recommendation as stated in principle 
for the guidance of the General Secretary and that the details should 
be left to him, with the exception of the phrase "in accordance with 
their average income", which is to be struck out. 


a. fesetia af tie EOT 
b. "Ihe Black Corps" 
SS Manuals 
ti rai of th 
These documents if not already in the defendant's possession 
will be made available. Passages which defendant's counsel 
wish to use may be included in their document books. The 
question of admissibility will be finally determined when 
each document is offered in evidence. 
P " 

Denied. 


8. icati Ribbentrop for "Hi 


the East", by Gafencu: 
Denied. 


The General Secretary was directed by the Tribunal to reiterate the order, 
both to the Defense and to the Prosecution, regarding the translation of 
documents. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 2:30 PM 


W. Le MITCHELL ’ 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
26 March 1946 11:30 AM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


1. Supplementary applications for witnesses and documents were discussed 
by the Tribunal.’ Decisions will be made as a separate order. 


2. Report by Dr. Kauffmann concerning attacks on him in a newspaper: 
The Tribunal directed the General Secretary to forward the 

communication to the Allied Control Council for Germany, calling their 
attention to the fact that this article was published prior to the time the 
Tribunal forwerded the letter concerning the newspaper attack on Dr. Marx, 
and therefore, this article is not considered a violation of the Tribunal's 
order of 5 March 1946. The General Secretary was further instructed to send 
a note to Dr. Kauffmann, stating that the matter has been before the Tribunal 
and that an investigation is being made. 


3. Request by Dr, Nelte on a ruling on evidence to be submitted: 
The Tribunal decided that Dr. Nelte should be entitled to 
present affidavits from Halder, Warlimont, Reeder and Doenitz, provided 
that they are relevant and that those witnesses would be submitted to cross- 
examination if desired by the Prosecution on the matters referred to in 
Dr. Nelte's letter of 19 March 1946. 


Reauest by Dr, Nelte rif; omo 
conditions under which orders were given: 
Decision was made that an affidavit might be used upon the 
subjects referred to in Dr. Nelte's letter of 19 March 1 orovided that 
the affidavit is relevant and is submitted in the defendant Keitel's document 


book, and that Keitel is submitted for examination and cross-exemination. 


5. Dracing of Interrogatories to Messersmith: 

The Tribunal directed the General Secretary to send a telegram 
to the Secretary of State of the United States of America, in substance as 
follows: 

International Military Tribunal greatly disturbed at delay in 
receiving answer to Messersmith's interrogatories dispatched in 
February for defendants Goering and Frick. Tribunal has requested 
me to send this cable to you and ask if you could cable reply as to 
situation. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 1:30 PM 


— > A 4 
WL PALAK 
We Le MITCHELL / 
Brigedier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 


i HN 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
22 March 1946 2:00 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


The Meeting agreed on an order concerning the reading of 
documents, the repetition of evidence by the defendants and the 
competency of extracts from books, etc., to be announced in 
Court by the President immediately after the executive session. 


M. de Vabres desired that it be recorded in the minutes 
that he made an express reservation on paragraph one (1) of 
the decision that was about to be announced. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 2:35 PM 


ML a2. ZZe — 
W. L. MITCHELL, 7 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 


0 





Announcement inada in Cover? by Jaa Presiden T 22 March 1J 4E 


THE PRESIDENT: In considering the matters which nav Oroen raised this 


morning, the Tribunal has hed in mind the necessity for a fair trial and at the 
same time for an expeditious trial, and the Tribunal has decided that for the 
present it will proceed under rules heretofore announced; that is to say: 

First, Documents translated into the four languages may be introduced 
without being read but in introducing them, counsel may summarize them or 
otherwise call their relevance to the attention of the Court and may read such 
brief passages as are strictly relevant and are deemed important, 

Secondly, when a document is offered, the Tribunal will hear any 
objections that may be offered to it and in this connection, I would refer to 
the rule which the Tribunal made on the 8th of March 1946, which reads as 
follows: 

"To avoid unnecessary translations, Defense Counsel shall indicete to 
the prosecution the exact passages in all documentis which they propose to use 
in order that the prosecution may have an opportunity to object to irrelevant 
passages, In the event of disagreement between between the prosecution and the 
defense as to the relevancy of any particular passage, the Tribunal will decide 
what passages are sufficiently relevant to be translated, Only the cited 
passages need be translated, unless the prosecution require translation of the 
entire document," 

The Tribunal has allowed the Defendant Goering, who has given evidence 
first of the defendants and who has proclaimed himself te be responsible as 
the second leader of Nazi Germany, to give his evidence without any interruption 
whatever and he has covered the whole history of the Nazi regime frem its 
inception to the defeat of Germany, 

The Tribunal does not propose to allow any of the ether defendants to 


ge ever the same ground in their evidence except in so far as is necessary for 


001 


their own defenses, 





6 e kiu 
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Defense counsel are advised that the Tribunal will not ordinarily regard 
as competent evidence, extracts from books er articles expressing the opinions 
of particular authors on matters of ethics, history, or particular events, 


Now, a3 to tomorrow's business, the Tribunal will sit in open session 


for the purpose of hearing applications for witnesses and documents, supplementary 


applications; and after sitting in that open session, the Tribunal will adjourn 


into a closed session, 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
12 March 1946 4:30 PM 


Lord Justice Lewrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


It was agreed to adopt the following order with respect to further 
ings on the harge agains organizations and the app ications of 


. 
e 


4. The Tribunal directs that Counsel for the Defendant Organiza- 
tions shall be entitled to visit any Civilian Internment Camp, Prisoner 
of War Camp, Prison or Enclosure or other place where members of the 
Organizations are to be found in the four zones of occupation of Germany 
and from which applications under Article 9 of the Charter have been 
received, for the purpose of selecting witnesses to be brought to 
Nurnberg to give evidence on the criminal or non-criminal character of 
the accused Organizations. 


2. An Officer shall be appointed to accompany Defense Counsel to 
Camps or other places whose duty shell be to ensure that Defense Counsel 
are afforded access to members of accused Organizations interned or at 
liberty and that subject to security regulations they shall receive facili- 
ties for consultation with any persons they may desire to select as 
witnesses and he shall render every assistance that may permit a free and 
unfettered selection. In addition, the said officer shall have power to 
control and limit as directed by the Tribunal the number of witnesses to 
be brought to Nurnberg. 


3. In the selection of such witnesses, the Tribunel directs that 
Counsel for the Defense shall have regard only to the choice of persons 
possessing knowledge of matters relevant to the criminal or non-criminal 
character of the Organizations as provided in paragraph é hereunder. 


4, When these persons have been brought to Nurnberg, Counsel shall 
have free access to them for the purpose of ascertaining which, if any 
of them, Counsel desire to call as witnesses before the Tribunal and 
which, if any of them, they desire to examine before a Commissioner. 

At such examination before a Commissioner, Counsel for the Defense and 
for the Prosecution shall have the usual rights of examination, cross- 
examination, and re-examination and evidence taken shall be recorded 

by the Commissioner, The Commissioner shall be Lt. Colonel Neave and 
he shall have power to hear evidence in Nurnberg or in exceptional cases 
elsewhere at his discretion, and shall recommend to the Tribunal suit- 
able persons to be appointed Assistant Commissioners if the necessity 
should arise. This Order shall be carried out under the direction of 
Lt. Colonel A.M.S. Neave, in collaboration with the Office of the 
General Secretary and subject to necessary security regulations. 


6 After such selection of oral witnesses and examination of other 
persons, Counsel may apply to the Tribunal for leave to call the selected 
oral witnesses and to offer the evidence of the persons examined provided 
that their evidence is relevant and not cumulative, Counsel shall also 
be entitled to apply to the Tribunal to send interrogatories in ap- 
propriate cases. 


6. (@) In this proceeding, evidence is considered to be relevant 
which bears upon the following issues! 
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(4) Whether the Organizations or group charged consisted 
substantially of an aggregation of persons sharing a general common 
purpose to engage in activity defined as criminal under Article 6 of 
the Charter, and, in this connection, what the aims, tasks, activities, 
methods, structure and component parts of the Organization were; 


(2) Whether membership in the Organization or group was 
generally voluntary or the result of physical compulsion or legal 
decree; 


(3) Whether the purposes or activities of the Organization 
or group, defined as criminal under Article 6 of the Charter, were open 
and notorious or otherwise generally known to the members, so that its 
membership in general may justly be held to have had knowledge of them 
at some relevant time. 


(4) Evidence is not considered to be relevant in this proceed- 
ing which bears only on whether a Particular individual was a voluntary 
or involuntary member or whether he was or was not ignorant of criminal 
purpose and innocent of criminal activity. 


(€) While the Tribunal has concluded that evidence may be 
taken bearing on the issues defined in paragraph 6(@) hereof, it re- 
serves its judgment as to the materiality of each of these issues in the 
determination of the criminality of groups or Organizations under Article 
9 of the Charter. 


7. Nothing in this Order shall affect the rights of the Prosecu-~ 
tion or Defense under Article 24 (E) of the Charter. 


Dr. Stahmer's supplemental application for the following witnesses 
for the defendant Goering was granted provided they could be located: 


Colonel “hrens 

lst Lt. Rex 

2nd Lt. Hoth 

Major General Eugen Oberhaeusser 
lst Lt. Berg 

Professor Naville 


The decision was reached as the result of a vote in which the American, 
French and British Judges voted to grant the application. 


General Nikitchenko declined to vote and desired that his reason, 
as stated below, be recorded in the Minutes: 


"I cannot participate in this vo te as the discussion and 
putting to vote by the Tribunal of a question as to whether 
an official Government act may be contested is a flagrant 
contradiction of Article 21 of the Charter." 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 6:45 PM. 


UL Prtebole— 


/ 


W. L. MITCHELL 
Brigadier General, U. S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
12 March 1946 9:30 AM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


Justice Jackson, Sir David Fyfe, General Rudenko and M. Dubost for 
the Prosecutors - and Drs. Dix, Stahmer, Kubuschok and Kranzbuehler 
representing all Defense Counsel were present. 


The Tribunal heard discussion by the Chief Prosecutors and Defense 
Counsel on the following memorandum published by the President: 


"11 March 1946 


MEMORANDUM TO: Counsel for Prosecution and Defense. 


l. The experience of today leads the Tribunal to think that 
it will be necessary to do two (2) things: 


a. Provide that one counsel only shall be permitted 
to cross-examine on behalf of the Prosecution and he must 


deal with all the questions by arrangement with the other 
Prosecutors. 


b. Provide that when witnesses for an individual 
defendant are called, the other Yefense Counsel must not 
do more than elicit from the witness specific matters they 
require for their case, but must not undertake a roving 
cross-examination over the whole case. 


2. The Defense shall be called first. 
3. The Tribunal will hear counsel for the “rosecution and 
Defense on this subject at 9:30 A.M. tomorrow, Merch 12th. Chief 


Prosecutore or their representatives and four (4) defense counsel 
to represent all the others." 


After hearing discussion, the Tribunal decided to consider the matter 
further. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 10:40 AM, 


WL Prichebce — 
W. L. MITCHELL 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
6 Merch 1946 4:00 FM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present: 


: Printing of Court Transcripts. 
The Tribunal agreed to adopt the following resolution pertaining 
to the printing of the transcripts: 


a. That the official revised transcript of the proceedings 
in Court be printed officially on behalf of the Tribunal 
in English, French, German, and Russian as soon as the 
texts have been certified. 


That the General Secretary be authorized to arrange for 
the employment of a Director of Printing, with necessary 
steff and facilities, who shall be charged with the duty 
of printing the transcript and settling all technical 
problems of supply and similar matters. 


That the General Secretary be charged with the editorial 
supervision of the work, and that he be directed to carry 
this out in such a manner as to facilitate the addition 
of further material whenever the Tribunal so decides. 


Thet, for the purpose of obtaining the necessary supplies 
and funds, the General Secretary be directed to proceed 
on the basis of Lt. Commander Steer's memorandum of 

19 February 1946. 


That the Control Council be informed of the Tribunal's 
resolution and be requested to grant the necessary 
facilities in respect to paper, materials, and funds. 


2. Indicted organizations. 
The Tribunal heard discussion from the Chief Prosecutors and 
defense lawyers of the organizations in regard to the collection of 
evidence and the hearing of witnesses from members of the organizations. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 6:15 PM. 


Wh jth LL — 
W. L. MITCHELI“ 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 


4 March 1946 3330 PM 


Iord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present: 


le Memorandum from Ite Colonel Neave 5 February 1946 with Appendix No. 1 
being memorandum from von Rohrscheidt: 
The Tribunal decided that Lord Justice Lawrence is to 
interview Dr. von Rohrscheidt. 


Memorandum dated 19 February 1946 from It» Commander Steer regarding: 
Reproduction of Final Revised Transcript in English: 
The Tribunal decided there was insufficient information 
to be able to decide the question at this meeting. The General 
Secretary was instructed to call a meeting of the committee 
appointed to recommend on the preparation of the transcript 
which would study the matter and submit a report to the Tribunal 
on 5 March 19h46. 


Letter from James Wakefield Burke dated 15 February 1946 addressed 
to Major Deane, together with memorandum from Major Deane to General 
Watson and endorsemen General Watson to the General Secretar: 
subject matter: uestions for Goering regarding aircraft. 

The General Secretary will write refusing the request. 


Memorandum from Dr. Babel dated 1h February 196 regarding separation 
efense of SD from the defense of the SS: 
Before deciding this matter it was decided that Colonel 
Neave will interview the counsel for the Gestapo,coneerninge—the 
same—questiok, and report back. 


Memorandum from Dre Stahmer dated 21 February 1916 with an application 
A — —— —— — — ——— — ——— ———— 


calling for records of the Foreign Office, London re facts by the 
witness Berger Dahleus: 


The Tribunal advised the General Secretary to coordinate 


with Prosecution. 


Memorandum from attorney Boehm on behalf of the six organizations 
defense counsel requesting access to libraries to the League of Nations 
and the International Tabor Bureau through Dr. Martin Loeffler: 

The Tribunal will allow Dre Iloeffler to go there. 


Memorandum from Dr. Bergold, counsel for defendant Bormann petitioning 
the Tribunal to permit him to recapitulate witnesses and documents at 
a later date. á 
Application granted. lord Justice Lawrence to announce 
tomorrowe 


Application on behalf of the Czechoslovakian covernment dated 26 Febru- 
ary for permission to have photographs made of all documents relati 
o crimes against Czechoslovakia. 


The Tribunal agreed to grant the request of the Czech 


government. 





° NIP 


IMT Meeting =- l March 19):6 





9. Petition by 6 defense counsel dated 25 February 1946 to have an American 
attorney placed at the disposal of the defense to advise on Anglo-American 






aWe 


Letter will be drafted by the Tribunal. 




















10. Memorandum from Dr. Horn, counsel for Ribbentrop, setting forth the 
reasons for his application for Winston Churchill as a witness 
together with an interrogatory should the Tribunal decline to al 
Churchill as a witnesse 
The Tribunal agreed to reject the application as irrelevant. 
lle Memorandum from Dr. Horn dated 27 February setting forth reasons for 
requesting 4 foreign newspapers e 
The Tribunal rejected Dr. Horn's application. 
12. Memorandum from Dr. Marx, counsel for Streicher, calling the Tribunal's 














attention to articles appearing in the Press, criticizing defense counsel 
— — > * — — — —— — — — —e — a 
and asking for action by the Tribunal to relieve such criticism. 


The Tribunal agreed that the President of the Tribunal would 


read a statement in open court. 


136 Mr. Dodd's letter of 1 March 1946 regarding removal of the Mauthausen 
Concentration Camp death books, (USA Exhibit for the purpose 
of use in the forthcoming Mauthausen trials, was considered. 

Agreed that the exhibits cou rawn provided the 
documents will be returned to the Tribunal at any time during 
the trials when they may become necessary e 









Ly ° 









The Tribunal considered a suggestion by Dr. Babel, counsel for the SS, 
that the trial o imi 


organizations should be separated from the 
mein proceedingse 


Separate trial would be contrary to the Charter and is rejected. 

















THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 6:10 PM. 


We Le MITCHELL 
Brigadier General, U. S» Army 
General Secretary 


2 = 





NO. 


All 
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59 Palace of Justice 
INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL Nurnberg 
Meeting 
21 Feb 46 5:00 PM 


— — — — 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present: 


After further discussion of Dr. Stahmer's letter dated 4 February 1946, 
Subject: "Questions of Defense Procedure", the Tribunal ruled on 
Paragraphs V, VI, and VII of the letter (the parts not yet acted on) as 
follows: 

Par. V - Preparation of Translations: 

Agreed with Dr. Stahmer's recommendation except that six (6) 
copies of the documentary file will be handed over to the General 
Secretary about two weeks before the Defense Counsel presumably 
will take his turn. 


+ HESS 5 

One defense counsel on behalf of all the others shall make his 
general statement on legal questions after the evidence is submitted 
and such argument will be limited to not more than one (1) court 
session. In this connection the Court will not hear any argument 
on legal jurisdiction. 

It is suggested that Defense Counsel for the Defendants submit 
the written text of their statements to the General Secretary a few 
days in advance for the purpose of translation. 


Par. VI = General Legal Questions: 


Par. VII = Scope of the Con —— speeches of the Defendants: 

The Charter orovides the immediately before the Tribunal 
delivers its judgment, lion defendan it make a statement. Since the 
defendants have the right to testify on their own behalf, their 
final statements should not deal with the evidence, but should 
deal with any additional matters before the judgment and sentence 
is pronounced. 


The Tribunal further ruled that these —— of procedure are not 
rigid and inflexible but are subject to change at any time considered 
necessary by the Tribunal. 


The question arose as to whether a defendant should give his testimony 

from the witness stand or from the dock when he wished to testify: 
After discussion, it was agreed that the President should consult 
with General Watson as to security measures and then report to the 
Tribunal. 


In regard to the motion as to "Evidence of defendants" submitted by th 
Chief Prosecutors on 11 February 1946, the Tribunal ruled as follows on 
Paragraphs 2, 3, 4, and 5 of the motion (Par. 1 having been acted on 
previously): 

Par. 2. It is unnecessary to make any rule on this subject. 

Pars. 3, 4, and 5. Denied. 


(i MEETING ADJOURNED AT 63:25 PM 


——— 
We MITCHELL 
Brigedier adi U.S, Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
20 Feb 46 3:00 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present: 


The Tribunal ruled on Paragraphs IV 3 and 4 of Dr. Stahmer's letter of 
4 February 1946 as follows: 


l. <A defendant who does not wish to testify cannot be compelled to do so, 
but may be interrogated by the Tribunal at any time under Articles 17 
(b) and 24 (f) of the Charter. 


A defendant can only testify once. 


A defendant who wishes to testify on his own behalf shall do so during 
the presentation of his own defense, The right of defense counsel and 
of the Prosecution under Article 24 (g) of the Charter to interrogate 
and cross-examine a defendant who gives testimony shall be exercised 
at that time. 


A defendant who does not wish to testify on his own behalf but who is 
willing to testify on behalf of one of his co-defendants may do so 
during the presentation of the case of the co-defendant. Counsel for 
other co-defendants and for the Prosecution shall examine and cross- 
examine him when he has concluded his testimony on behalf of the co- 
defendant. 


Paragraphs 1, 2, 3, and 4 do not limit the power of the Tribunal to 
allow a defendant to be recalled for further testimony in exceptional 
cases, if in the opinion of the Tribunal the interest of justice so 
requires. 


: MEETING ADJOURNED AT 3:50 PM 


We Le MITCHELL 7 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
19 Feb 46 5:15 PM 


Lordi Justice Lawrence presiding 


— a 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present: 


l. Dr. Kranzbuehler's (Counsel for Doenitz) request for documents which 
appeared on Set 43 but were not considered with that set, together with 
reply from Prosecution, revised request by Kranzbuehler and subsesuent 
reply by Prosecution: 

Dr. Kranzbuehler and Sir David Maxwell Fyfe and Colonel Phillimore 
were present to discuss before the Tribunal the points of issue in 
this request, After their discussion had been presented, the members 
of the Prosecution and Defense withdrew. 

The Tribunal ruled that the application for documents made by 
Dr. Kranzbuehler as amended by his revised annlication dated 
11 February 1946, be granted for iteme 1 to 7 inclusive (in this 
revised application, Dr. Kranzbnehler withdrew items 4, 5b, 5e, and 5f). 

With reference to documents reaguested in Paragraph 8, the Admiralty 
shall be asked by the British Prosecutors to state the substance of 
orders given to Merchant ships with reference to submarines and the 
dates of such orders. If this information is not considered sufficient 
by Dr. Kranzbuehler, he is to meke further application. 

2. Memorandum from Dr. Merkel recommending separation of the proceedings 
against the Gestapo from the main trial: 

The Tribunal refused the application by Dr. Merkel for separation © 
of the proceedings against the Gestapo from the main trial. 


3. Decision requested by General Secretary concerning the Transcript of the 
Court Record as pertains to the Onening Speeches by the Chief Prosecutors: 
The request wade by Justice Jackson to revise his speech so as to 
put it in a form more adaptable for reading (without involvine a change 
im substance) is allowed, insofar as it applies only to speeches and 
presentations. The same rights are to be given to each Prosecutor, 
subject to final approval by the Tribunal. This decision is not to 
be announced publicly. 


4. Memorandum from Chief, Legal Division, Control Comnission for Germany, 
dated 9 February 1946 and memorandum from William J. Dickman to 
Charles Fahy, Legal Division, OMGUS, in regard to fees for the German 
Defense Counsel: 
The Tribunal decided that each Defense Counsel is to be paid another 
interim payment of 5,000 RM now, making a total of 10,000 RM paid up 
to date. 


5. Memorandum from Ludinghausen, Counsel for von Neurath, requesting a 
further advance of 10,000 RM and permission to attend to personal affairs 
in Berlin: 

The Tribunal granted Dr. Ludingheusen 5,000 RM to be paid at 
present. 


* 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 6:45 PM 


W. Le MITCHELL / 
Brigadier General, U.S. Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
-qll 
Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
18 Feb 46 4:00 PM 


— — —— — — — —— 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present: 


1. Court Recess Requested by Defense: 

The Tribunal decided that no court recess would be granted as they 
believe that the time spent in court on criminal organizations and in 
discussion of further applications should provide ample time for the 
Defense to prepare their case. It was also decided thet no specific 
number of days to be spent in these discussions would be announced. 
Announcement of this decision is to be meade in court on Tuesday, 

19 February 1946. 


Further discussion was held on Dr. Stahmer's letter. 
THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 5:45 PM 


— al Loen —— 
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Palcce of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
16 Feb 46 10:00 AM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present: 
The following matters were introduced for discussion: 


1. Motion on behalf of all Chief Prosecutors dated 11 February 1946, 
Subject: "Motion as to Evidence of Defendants". 


2. Motion by Dr. Stahmer on behalf of all Defendants! Counsel, 
dated 4 February 1946, Subject: "Question of Defense Procedure", 
e 
Justice Jackson, Sir David Fyfe, General Rudenko, M. Dubost and 
members of their staffs were present to present the views of the Prosecution. 


Dr. Stahmer, Dr. Kranzbuehler, Dr. Exner and Dr. Siemers were present 
to present the views of the Defense. 


After full discussion of both subjects, the Tribunal decided to call 
a recess until later in the afternoon. 


The meeting recessed from 1:10 PM until 2:00 PM. 


At the afternoon session Lord Justice Lawrence presided and all members 
of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


With respect to the motion by the Chief Prosecutors, the Tribunal 
decided to reject Paragraph 1 of the Prosecution's motion and to announce 
later their decision with regard to Paragraphs 2-5 of that motion. It was 
further agreed that an order to that effect would be drafted and read by 
the President in open court at 10:00 AM, 18 February 1946. 


With respect to the motion by Dr. Stahmer, the Tribunal decided as 
follows (paragraph numbers below refer to Dr. Stahmer's letter): 


l. Naming of Witnesses: 
The Tribunal cscided to draft am order on this matter, which 
would be read by the President in open court at 10:00 AM, 
18 February 1946, end which would contain in substance the 
following statements: 


Counsel for Defense must submit in writing the names of 
the witnesses and of the documents that they propose to use 
and state the evidence and relevancy thereof, The Tribunal 
will then set dates for argument on all of these applications 
at a public session. 


In order to expedite the case, the Tribunal now fixes next 
Saturday as the date on which they will hear applications for 
witnesses and documents of Counsel for the first four defendants 
on the Indictment. 
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II. Presentation of Evidence: 
l. The Tribunal agreed with Dr. Stahmer's recommendation. 
2. The Tribunal ruled that second defense counsel or 
assistant were not to address the Tribunal or participate in 
the examination of witnesses. There is no objection to second 
counsel being present to help in handling documents. 


Documentary Evidence: 
l. The Tribunal agreed with Dr. Stahmer's recommendation. 
2. The Tribunal agreed with Dr. Stahmer's recommendation, 
but further ruled that when a document is not in the possession of 
the Tribunal and a copy or excerpt is offered, the copy or excerpt 
shall be certified as being correct by an appropriate certificate. 
3. The Tribunal agreed with Dr. Stahmer's recommendation, 
but further ruled that the document file was to be submitted 
two weeks in advance if possible. 


Evidence of Witnesses: 

l. The Tribunal agreed with Dr. Stahmer's recommendation, 
but further ruled that Defense Counsel. would make their requests 
for witnesses to the General Secretary at least three weeks in 
advance wherever possible. 

2. The Tribunal agreed with this recommendation. 

3. The Tribunal ruled as follows: 

A defendant who wishes to testify as a witness in 
his own behalf may do so at any stage of the presentation 
of his defense. If the defendant testifies at the 
beginning of the presentation of the case, his Counsel 
may make application thereafter to call him again shovld 
circumstances make it necessary. The Tribunal can ask 
questions at any time, and the Prosecution can interrogate 
only through cross-examinetion. 

(Motion wes approved by a vote of 2 tol. General 

Nikitchenko voted against the motion as he considered 

it against the provisions of the Charter.) 

4. It was agreed as follows: 

One defendant cannot call on another defendant 
against that defendant's wish, but can do so with the 
defendant's consent. If a defendant wishes to give 
testimony, he may be interrogated. 

Can a defendant be compelled to give evidence if he 
refuses to do so? The Tribunal decided by a vote of 
3 to 1 that he could not. (Mr. Biddle voted against 
the proposition that a witness was not compellable.) 


It was decided that the decisions in sub-paragraphs 3 and 4 above would 
be tentative only and final decision on these matters would be held in 
abeyance pending further discussion. 


It was also decided that when final agreement on paragraphs II = VII, 


inclusive, of Dr. Stahmer's letter had been made, an order would be drafted 
containing the Tribunel's decisions and read in open court by the President. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 5:15 PM. 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
9 Feb 46 11:30 AM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal end their Alternates were present: 


1. Colonel Dostert, Chief of the Translation Division, requested instructions 
as to the extent of rectification that should be made in erroneously 
translated documents that heve been cited during the proceedings: 

The Tribunal decided that authority to make corrections in cited 
documents should be granted to the Translation Division. Decision 
was also made to supply corrected conies of previously erroneously 
translated documents. The Tribunal also ruled that corrected 
copies of documents so amended should be supplied to the General 
Secretary to be inserted in the proper documents. 


Lord Justice Lawrence presented the agenda: 


2. Regues United Press representative to obtain news stories concerning 
the defendants from the Prison Psychologist: 
the Tribunal is of the opinion that it wovld be improper to allow 
the publishing of these stories at this time, and that the decision 
should be reported verbally by the General Secretary to the 
Commanding General of the IMT Command (Prov) who had requested 
the decision. 


The Tribunal moved a vote of thanks to Mr. Herbert Wechsler and 
Professor Tzeinin, Technical Advisors, for their assistance in 
examining and recommending upon the apolications for witnesses an? 
documents presented to the Tribunal. 


Applications for Witnesses and Interrogatorice: 


FRICK 
l. Diels (Witness) 
Returned to Counsel for more specific information. 
2. Deluege (Witness) 
To be alerted. 
3. Ambassador Messersmith (Witness) 
Granted interrogatory. 
4. Schiffke (Witness) 
Gillhuber (Witness) 
Radtke (Witness) 
Choice of 1 to be alerted. 
Stuckart (Witness) 
Already available for Keitel. 


KEITEL 
1. Dr. Erbe (Witness) 
To be alerted and counsel to submit interrogatory. 
2. Lemmers (Witness) 
Already available for several other defendants. 
3. Otto Wettberg (Witness) 
Granted interrogatory. 
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EN 


GOERING 
l. 


DOENITZ 
l. 


Baroness de Nothomb (Interrogatory) 
Denied - irrelevant. 

Gawronski (Witness) 
Granted interrogatory. 

Admiral Horthy (Witness) 
Granted interrogatory. 

Kroll (Witness) 


Returned for further particulars. 


Kammerhuber (Witness) 
Granted interrogatory. 
Yon Hammerstein (Witness) 
Granted interrogatory. 
Lohse (Witness) 
Granted intsrrogatory. 


Lackorn (Witness) 
Returned for further evidence of proof, 
Wagner (Witness) 
To be alerted. 
Albrecht (Witness) 
Granted interrogatory. 
Whist (Witness) 
Denied - irrelevant. 
Schreiber (Witness) 
To be alerted. 
Schulte-Moenting (Witness) 
To be alerted - subject to a possible later selection. 
Adniral Lohmann (Witness) 
To be alerted =- subject to an ultimate selection by the 
defendant. 
Admiral Schultze (Witness) 
Granted interrogatories. 


Rear Admiral Kreisch (Interrogatory) 

Captain Roestring (Interrogatory) 

Captain Suhren (Interrogatory) 
Granted interrogatories =~ the question submitted by the 
prosecution to be added as a cross-interrogatory. 


STREICHER 


Mrs. Herrwerth (Witness) 
Denied - cumulative . 
Lothar Streicher (Witness) 
Denied = irrelevant. 
Hiemer (Witness) 
Denied = irrelevant, 


RIBBENTROP 


Ernest Tennent (Witness) 
Denied - irrelevant. 

Lord Darbey (Witness) 
Denied - irrelevant. 

Sir Alexander Walker (Witness) 
Denied - irrelevant. 

Weigalt (Witness) 


Denied = irrelevant. 
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——— (Cont'd) 

Professor Conwell-Evans (Witness) 
Denied = irrelevant. 

Duke of Bucclaugh (Witness) 
Denied ~ irrelevant. 

Duke of Windsor (Witness) 
Denied - irrelevant. 

Bishop of Chichester (Witness) 
Denied = irrelevant. 

Archbishop of Canterbury (Witness) 


Denied =- irrelevant. 


Dr, Schwedler (Witness) 
To be alerted. 
Reinhardt (Witness) 
Denied - irrelevant 
Furtwaengler (Witness) 
Denied - irrelevant 
Emil Jannings (Witness) 


Denied = irrelevant 


FRANK 


1. Yon Dam Bach-Zelewski (Witness) 
To be alerted. 


VON SCHIRACH 


Professor Hoffman (Witness) 
To be alerted. 


SAUCKEL 
l. Friebę (Witness) 

To be alerted. 

Coch 

Reche 

Biedermann 
If Friebe cannot be found within a reasonable time, similar 
action should be taken with each of the other witnesses until 
one of them is found. 


ROSENBERG 
l. Scheidt (Witness) 


Grented interrogatory. 


SS Obergruppenfuehrer and General of the SS Hauser 

SS_Gruppenfuehrer of the Waffen SS Steiner 

Oberg? zrunpenfuehrer and General of the SS Juettner 

Obergrappenfuehrer Richard Hildebrand 

Brigadefuehrer Maack 

SS_Gruppenfuehrer and Major General of the Waffen SS Ohlendorf 

SS Brigedefuehrer Schellenberg 

SS Obergruppenfuehrer and General of the Waffen SS von dem Bach 
These potential witnesses to be brought to “Nurnberg and made 
available to counsel for the organization if he wishes to 
interrogate them as an aid to preparing his defense - subject 
to security regulations. 

SS_Standartenfueh Wol Sievers 
Consultation permitted upon notice to the prosecution. 
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Applications for Documents: 


KEITEL 
l. Service Manual for the Army 
Granted. 


2» Special Penal Laws in Time of War (German Army Publication) 


Granted. 


i eferring to Frank in the State Police Offices 
Granted. 


Files embodying an exchange of letters between Frank as 
Governor-General of the Reichschancello in Berlin 
Granted. 


Granted. 


l. Reichsarbeitsblatt, 1944, Parts I and II 


Granted. 


SEYSS—INQUART 
le "A Pact with Hitler" 


Granted. 


SCHIRACH 
1. "People and Reich" 
Granted. 
2: "The Cressot" 
Denied. 


3. "Look, the Heart of Europe" 
Denied. 


cord of testimo Blaha at the Dachau Trials 
Efforts should be made to enable counsel to examine record 
of Blaha's testimony at the previous trial, if a stenographic 
record was maintained. 
Speeches of Funk made in 1944 in Vienna and at Koenigsberg, said 
to be available at the Reichsbank in Berlin. 


Granted. 


SA 
l. Court Records against Franzrab, Frankfurt 


Denied. 
POLITICAL LEADERS 
l. "History of the Communist Party" 
Denied. 


THE TRIBUNAL ADJOURNED AT 1:00 PM. 


WL thee 
We Le MITCHELL 
Brigadier General, US Army 
General Secretary 
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Palace of Justice 
Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
26 Jan 1946 10:00 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present: 


Lord Justice Lawrence presented the Agenda: 


l. 


Request from Mr, Dodd for permission to withdraw the originel of 
USA Exhibit #76 and substitute a photostat copy, (USA Exhibit #76 
is a transcript of GOBRING'S telephone conversation concerning 
Austria: 
The General Secretary was instructed to advise Mr. Dodd that 
either Mr. Justice Jackson, or somebody expressly authorized 
by him, should make the application for the withdrawel of the 
document, in accordance with the rule for the withdrawal of 
documents. 
l Rule: Documents can be withdrawn only upon application 
of the Chief Prosecutors, or somebody expressly authorized by them. 


Request, dated 10 Jan 1946, from Generel Warlimont that the Deputy 
Chief of the Operations Staff of the High Command (D.Ch.0.St.) be 
dropped from the Indictment es not belonging to it: 
General Warlimont to be advised that this matter can be dealt 
with when Counsel for the High Command makes his ergument. 
(A copy of the letter to General Warlimont is to be sent to 
Counsel for the High Command). 


Request, dated 15 Jan 1946, from Dr. Merkel (Counsel for the 
Gestapo), f incipal camps in Zones of 
Germany and Austria in which members of the Gestapo are under 
arrest: 
The Tribunal decided to leave this matter up to the General 
Secretary, who will make a reasonable effort to obtein and 
furnish the information to Counsel for the Gestapo. 


Request, dated 19 Jan 1946, from Dr. Nelte (Counsel for Keitel) 

for permission to explain documents when they are produced and 

read, and to state what proof is intended by the documents: 
Counsel to be advised that they have the same rights as the 
Prosecution to comment shortly in order to explain documents 
when presented, but they are to avoid any lengthy argument. 


Request from Dr. Babel (Counsel for the SS), dated 17 Jan 1946, 
for release as Defense Counsel for the organization SD: 
The Tribunal discussed the representation of the SS and SD in 
detail, and made the following decisions: 


1. The General Secretary wes instructed to request Dr. Babel 
to give further verticulars for the difference in interests 
of the SS and SD; 


To appoint an additional counsel for the SS and SD, with 
equal authority to Dr. Babel, and equal pay. The General 
Secretary was instructed to wake an initial payment of 
2000 Rm. to the additional counsel, when selected. 
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6. Comments submitted by Prosecution objecting to certain questions 


included in Interrogetories which had been submitted by Defendants 
JODL and RIBBENTROP: 


1. Regarding the objections submitted by the Prosecution, the 
General Secretary was instructed to return the Interrogatories 
to Counsel, with the instructions that the Tribunal considers 


them too vague, and requesting that they be framed more 
specifically. 


The General Secretary was authorized in the future to try and 
adjust differences between Prosecution and Defense Counsel when 
objections are made to Interrogatories. If Counsel insists 

upon a particular question, to which Prosecution has objected, 
then the matter is to be brought to the attention of the Tribunal. 


Appointment of Dr. Paul Leverkuehn as Defense Counsel for the Genera] 
Staff and High Command: 
The Tribunal confirmed its decision of 18 Jan 1946, that due to 
the facts contained in Dr. Leverkuehn's letter to the Tribunal, 
dated 15 Jan 1946, and to the objection of the Prosecution, it 
would be inappropriate under the circumstances to appoint him 
as Defense Counsel, and that their consent to his appointment 
was withdrawn. 


izations: Applicati or Witn 
The Tribunal instructed the General Secretary to advise Counsel 
for the Leadership Corps of the NSDAP that it does not desire to 
receive individual applications for witnesses until Prosecution 
has presented its summation in support of the orgenizational case, 


and Counsel for the organizations have submitted a practical pro- 
gram of defense. 


Attestinge of Written Affidavits: 
With reference to the inquiry from Dr. Kubuschok (Counsel for 
VON PAPEN), the General Secretary was instructed to advise Dr. 
Kubuschok that any Military Government Official competent to ad- 
minister an Oath may attest written affidavits prepared for sub- 
mission as evidence. 


ial Noti f Do s: 
With reference to inquiry from Dr. Kubuschok (Counsel for VON 
PAPEN), the General Secretary was instructed to advise Dr. 
Kubuschok that the Tribunal will apply the same principles of 
Judicial notice in dealing with the defendants that have been 
applied to the case for the Prosecution; and that these princi- 
ples include published works in general circulation, provided 


that the attention of the Tribunal is directed to the passages 
in question. 


Applications for Witnesses: 
STREICHER 


l. Fritz Herrworth (Witness) 
To be alerted. 


SCHACHT 


1. Richard Merton (Interrogatories) 


Denied as irrelevant. 


2. Dr, Ammis (Interrogatories) 


Granted. 
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Schacht (Cont'd) 
3. General Thomas (Interrogatories) 


Granted. 
FUNK 
1. Emil Publ (Witness) 


Interrogatories granted. 


2. Richard Strauss (Interrogatories) 


Denied as immaterial. 


nt Schwerin~Xrosigzk (Witness) 
Interrogetories granted. 


An Official of the Dresdner Bank, Berlin (Witness) 


Inasmuch as the evidence offered is irrelevant 
in defense, has such slight meteriality in 
mitigation, and no particular pereon was speci- 
fied, the application is denied. 


Kuennecke (Witness) 


Denied as immaterial and irrelevant. 


TH 


l. Kurt Pruefer (Witness) 


(Said to be in Geneva at present) 

To be alerted. 

If witness unwilling to come to Germany to testify, 
Interrogatories are granted, subject to cross- 
interrogatories to be submitted by Prosecution. 


2. K, J, Frank (Witness) 

Dr. Voelkers (Witness) 

von Holleben (Witness) 
Voelkers to be alerted. 


Other applications to be held in abeyance pending 
determination whether Voelkers can be found. 


VON PAPEN 
Prinz Zu Erbach-Schoenberg (Witness) 


Returned for further particulars. 


von Kageneck (Witness) 


Counsel to be advised that this matter cannot be 
considered by the Tribunal until an application 

is presented containing a statement of the evidence 
to be offered, so that its relevancy may be appre- 
ciated. 


Dr. Visser (Interrogatories) 


Granted. 


4. Archbishop Roncalli (Interrogatories) 


Granted. 


Professor Marchionini (Interrogatories) 


Granted. 


von Lergner (Witness) 
Interrogatories granted. 
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RAEDER 
l. 
KEITEL 


l. 


Hermann Boehm (Witness) 
To be alerted, 


Dr. Stuckart (Witness) 
To be alerted. 


SEYSS-INQUART 


l. 


Ze 


3. 


Dr. Frederich Wimmer (Witness) 


To be alerted. 


Hirschfeld (Witness) 
To be alerted. 


bel (Witness) 
To be alerted. 


yon der Wense (Witness) 


Interrogatories granted. 


Voelkers (Witness) 


Interrogatories granted. 


Gau Direktor Bolle (Witness) 


Denied as cumulative. 


Fischboeck (Witness) 
To be alerted. 


Liese (Witness) 


Denied as cumulative. 


Hanema (Interrogatories) 
Interrogatories granted. 


Van Dan (Affidavit) 


Denied as irrelevant. 


Woltersum (Affidavit) 


Denied as cumulative. 


yon Brauchitsch (Affidavit) 
Already alerted as a witness and Counsel 
for Seyss-Inquart can question him in 
ordinary course. 


Brueckner (Affidavit) 


Interrogetories granted. 


Dr. Reuter (Affidavit) 


Interrogatories granted. 


General von Kleffel (Affidavit) 


Interrogatories granted. 


Moerner (Affidavit) 
Denied as cumulative to that for Dr. Reuter. 


Shaub (Affidavit) 


Denied as irrelevant. 





JODL 
ie 


Ze 


3e 


4. 


ingen 


Limberger (Witness) 
To be alerted. 


Koller (Witness) 
To be alerted. 


yon Ondarza (Witness) 
To be alerted. 


Koerner (Witness) 
To be alerted. 


Col. von Brauchitsch (Witness) 
To be alerted. 


von Epp (Witness) 


Denied as too remote to be relevant. 


Beck (Witness) 


Denied as irrelevant. 


Gruenewald (Witness) 
Counsel to be advised that application is 
too general. However, further application 
may be presented, which must be more specific 
of the evidence to be offered. 


Col, Soltmann (Interrogatories) 


Interrogatories granted. 


Lt. Col. Brudermueller (Interrogatories) 
Interrogatories granted on the first and third 
questions submitted; the second question is 
irrelevant and is therefore denied. 


Ferdinand Jodl (Interrogatories) 


Interrogatories granted. 


With reference to Memorandum from the Chief Prosecutors, 
dated 22 Jan 1946, with respect to some of the applica- 
tions for Interrogatories (Toussaint, von Vormann, 
Koller, von Falkenstein) granted the defendant JODL 

by the Tribunal on 12 Jan 1946, the Tribunal decided 
that the questions of relevancy need not be considered 
by the Tribunal at this time since they may be made by 
the Prosecution if the Interrogatories are offered in 
evidence. 


The General Secretary was instructed to handle admin- 
istratively Prosecution's request for a copy of the 
whole letter referred to in the first paragraph of the 
Interrogatory for von Falkenstein. 





i MNAO 


IMT Meeting ~- 26 Jan 46 


12. Applications for Documents: 


SAUCKEL 


l. Reich Labor Bulletin, 1942, Part I, 


Granted. 


2. Reich Labor Bulletin, Part V, 
Granted =~ if it can be located. 


3. Manual of the Mobilization of Labor by Sauckel 


Granted. 
VON NSURATH 


1. Assistance Pact of 1935 between France and the USSR. 
Granted. 


SCHACHT 


l. Letter of Schacht to Goering of 5 August 1937. 


Granted ~- if it can be located, 


THE TRIBUNAL ADJOURNED AT 12:05 PM, 


W. L. MITCHELL 
Brigadier General, US Army 
General Secretary 
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Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
14 Jan 46 2:00 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members and their Alternates were present. 


Lord Justice Lawrence presented the Agenda: 


l. Questions raised regarding defense by the members of the High Command. 


a. Request dated 20 December 1945 by Dr. Exner for clarification of 
certain terms regarding the General Staff in the indictment: 
Words should be inserted in German translation of indictment 
as are missing in translation from English. Dr. Exner should be 
advised as to this agreement. Those missing are: "Chef des 
Generalstebes des Heeres” and "Stell v. Chef des Fihrengestabes OKW". 


be Reguest from General Field Marshal Walter von Breuchitsch dated 
21 December 1945, on behalf of five Generals of the German Army, 
that a Generel Officer may be admitted as Chief Counsel for the 
accused officers, and that Dr. Leverkuehn of Hamburg may be put 
at the side of the Chief Counsel, and for other information: 
As in previous ruling of 20 December 1945, representation 
by an officer cannot be allowed. No further order need be made to 
Dr. Leverkuehn as ruling of Tribunal of 20 December 1945 covers the case. 


c. Request by General Field Marshal Erhard Milch dated 20 December 
1945, on behalf of himself, Kessolring, Sperrle, end Stump, thet 
an officer may be admitted as Chief Counsel for accused. officers, 
with an assistant counsel, that the named officers may be heard 
Tri 1, and t be informed of t 
accusations against them: 
An officer cannot appear as counsel. Refer to counsel and 
inform the above officers that their requests have been referred to counsel. 


The General Secretary is to notify the counsel that they may apply for 
these officers as witnesses. 


d. Letter dated 3 January 1946 from von Brauchitsch requesting the 
appointment of an officer belonging to the circle of the higher- 
ranking commanders as defense counsel, to be supported by a 

vis to wit: Dr, Pa verkuehn g 
Representation by an officer cannot be allowed. General 
Secretary is directed to answer the letter of 3 January 1946, stating 
thet representation by an officer cannot be allowed but that arguments 
contained in the letter should be laid before the counsel, who can present 
them on behalf of the General Steff. Copy of letter to the Tribunal and 
answer are to be sent to Dr. Exner. 
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Questions considered in connection with the above: 


een * sated tat tha in —— 
The Tribunal decided that this should not be done. 


(2) Can the complete roster of the i ndicted be distributed to each 
of the indicted: 


a Eo Tribunal decided that this matter was up to the counsel. 


1945 to have th defen rivate secret ' allied as a itn ss: 
The General raem e was instructed to advise and alert the 
secretary of Von Papen. 


3. Questions regarding fees for defense counsel. The Tribunal is in 
receipt of memoranda from Dr, Boehm, Dr, Merkel, Dr, Babel, Dr. Dix, 
and Dr. Pannenbecker: 

Information should be obtained by the General Secretary from the 

Legel Branch of the Control Counsel as to what fees can now be earned 

by German lawyers under existing conditions, and decision made accordingly. 


4, Request by Dr. Merkel, Attorney for the Gestapo, dated 2 January 1946, 
that it be announced in all German camps where former members of the 
Gestapo are being held as prisoners, that they have a right to submit 
request to be heard, and that he is Defense Counsel for the 
organization: 

General Secretary was authorized to state that the Tribunal does 
not think it necessary to make additional advertisement as ample advertise- 
ment has already been given, setting forth the rights of persons involved. 


5. st_b Merk 8 t Ges 
o have placed at his dispos dãi tional h 
Orth and others; 
There is no objection to an assistant for Dr. Merkel, but the 
Tribunal will not make payment for such. The General Secretary is to 
alert one of the four specialists and have him brought to Nurnberg. 


6. uest by von scheidt ted 21 D b 1945 f issio 


seo the minutes of the examinations conducted by the Prosecution 
uring the interrogation of Hess, and (2) to receive copies of the 
reports submitted to the Prosecution by Prof, Haushofer and others. 
(Statement by the Prosecution has been distributed. ): 
Refused. Defense should be informed that if specific document 
or witness is wanted, application should be made. 


— No postponement or delay in the — is PE e ited. 


Sir Geo. Ogilvie Forbes 
Granted choice of two interrogatories out of Halifax, 
Cadogen, and Forbes. 
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VON RIBBENTROP 
Ambassador Friedrich Gaus. Already approved as a witness 
by Tribunal. 
State Secretary Steengracht. 
Legation Counsellor Thorner. 
Legation Counsellor Dr. Korat. 
Secretary Margarete Blank. 
Accused Rudolf Hess. 
Ernst von Coburg-Gotha. 
August-Ernst. 
Lehnkering. 
Duerkheim. 
of Windsor. 
of Bucclough. 
and Lady Astor. 
Beaverbrook. (Interrogatories have been allowed by Tribunal 
previously.) 
Lord Derby. 
Lord Kemsley. (Interrogetories have been allowed by Tribunal 
previously.) 
Lord Londonderry. (Interrogatories have been allowed by 
Tribunal previously.) 
Lord Monsell. 
Lord Simon. 
Lord Vansittart. 
His Eminence (Grace) The Archbishop of Canterbury Dr. Lang. 
His Eminence (Grace) The Bishop of Chichester (name unknown). 
Sir Alexander Walker. 
Professor Conwell-Evans. 
Ambassador Craigie. 
Mr. T. J. Jones. 
Mr. Ernest Tennant. 
Mr. Weigalt. 
Mr. Ward Price. 
Marquis and Marquise de Polignac. 
Comte and Comtesse Jean de Castellan. 
Jean Goy. 
Henry Pichot. 
M. Daladier. 
Mr. George Bonnet. 
Ambassador Abetz. 
von Humann-Heimhofen. 
Mrs. Anneliese von Ribbentrop. 
Professor Grimm. 
Von Ribbentrop's attorney is to resubmit individual 
applications stating precisely what facts the witness will 
testify to and the precise relevance of these facts to 
von Ribbentrop's defense. 


u $ 
To be alerted. 


ROSENBERG 
h nhe iter Robert Scholtz. 
To be alerted. The Tribunal is to decide later whether ' 
he is to be called as a witness or is to be sent 
interrogatories. 
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STREICHER 
Denied. Doubtful in probative value. 


VON SCHIRACH 
Mrs, Merie Hoepken. 
Karl Scharizer. 
Choice of one to be alerted from Mrs. Marie Hoepken 
and Karl Scharizer. 


Z a ° 
Denied. Not of sufficient importance. 


Heinz Schmidt. 
Guenter Keufman. 
Dr. Ernst Schluender. 
Two out of these three are to be alerted. 


JODL - request for interrogatories: 
Col. Gen, Blaskowitz. 


Interrogatories granted. 


General of Infantry von Grieffenberg. 
Interrogatories granted. Therefore cannot be called as 
a witness as previously requested and approved by the 
Tribunal. 


Air Chief Marshal Koller. 


Interrogatories granted. 


General von Falkenstein. 


Interrogatories granted. 


Major General Christian. 


Interrogatories granted. 


Mr. Barros. 


Interrogatories denied. Questions too remote to case. 


È ° 
Action postponed until views of the Prosecution are obtained. 


Ferdinand Jodl. 


Postponed until views of the prosecution are obtained. 


General of the Infantry, Toussaint. 
Interrogatories allowed. 


General of the Infantry von Vormann. 
Interrogatories allowed. To be limited to the questions 


relating to the defendant's anti-Nazi attitude before 
g0 January 1933. 


Jan Gawronski. 


Return to counsel for further particulars. 


FRITZSCHE 
ritz von i is 
To be alerted. 
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9. ications for 


Granted. 


"Letter Rosenberg to Bormann or Hitler himself, probably end 
of January 1940 concerning the investigation of abandoned 
ish institutions and cas e" 


Returned for clarification. Description of the document 
and what it.is intended to prove are both vague. 


Granted. 


SCHACHT : 
“Economic thesis in Schacht's own handwriting on the problems 
of the Hitler period," 


Granted. 


"Answers to previous interrogations." 


Granted. 


BAEDER 


“White book of German Foreign Office about Norway." 


Granted. 


Granted. 


Granted. 


i Sociali nt Activity i 
Dr, Marti ulz itz Fi isher 
Granted. 


"National Socialist Governmental Activity in Thuringia, 
1934 by Dr. Martin Schulz Fritz Fi Publishe inar," 
Granted. 


JODL 
" r t 
Granted 


SEYSS- INQUART 
“The truth about Austria by Guido Zernatto." 


Granted. 
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FRITZSCHE 
"Archives of the report ‘Deutscher Schnelldienst! of the 


evartment 'Deutsche Presse! in the ich Mini f 
Propaganda," 


Granted. 


LEADERSHIP CORPS OF NAZI PARTY 
" His i " 
publishers in Moscow. 


Denied = considered irrelevant. 


" £f i "Au 
Krylenko, Moscow. 
Denied = considered irrelevant. 


10. Di ibution oti indi dor izatio 
Justice Norman Birkett brought up the question as to whether or 
not notices have been distributed in Soviet and French Zones as no 
applications have been received from these two zones. It was decided 
that a letter should be written by Lord Justice Lawrence to the 
Control Council explaining the situation and asking whether any 
explanation can be offered. 


Personal letters to the Tribunal from certain defendants concerning 
thei i 2 

In regard to the requests from Fritzsche, Goering, and Schacht, 
it was decided that these matters should be forwarded to the Control 
Council with the communication that the Tribunal has no objection 
to any decision that they might make. 


' u visi Hospit 


Approved, and these matters are left to the discretion of the 
General Secretary in all future cases. 


Dr. Ku k, who r sent Yon Fapen.thathe ke 


t a tri interview a prospecti 
The Tribunal decided that all trips should be es with a definite 
purpose in mind. The matter should be left to the General Secretary's 


discretion. Communication by post or wire should be made whenever 
possible. 


Dr. Stahmer's request for reimbursement for travel due to breakdown 
bi e 
The Tribunal decided that Dr. Stahmer should be reimbursed by 


the Tribunal by payment as an additional fee for expenses incurred 
in his duties as counsel, 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 5:00 PM 


ce Oy Kell 
der. VE Cox 
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Palace of Justice 
Nirnbderg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
12 Jan 1946 10:00 AM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


1. The General Secretary reported to the Tribunal the presence in 
the Conference Room of a Court Reporter who was making a record of the 
entire proceedings, on request of the French Delegation. The Tribunal 
made the following decision: 


a. The Reporter could stay for the remainder of this 
session, and the Oath of secrecy was administered 
by the President; 


In the future the Tribunal would adhere to its ruling 
that, in order to allow the Members and their Alternates 
an opportunity for a more informal discussion, only notes 
of decisions reached would be recorded; 


The notes being taken by the Court Reporter would have 
no official status, were solely for the convenience of 


the French Justices, and were not to be published. 


2. Indicted Organizations 
The Tribunal discussed the draft submitted by Mr. Justice Birkett, 


which he had been deputed to prepare at the meeting of 5 Jan 1946, and 
arrived at the following decisions, to which M. de Vabres, the French 
Member, dissented: 


a. The Tribunal cannot establish or fix the sentence to be 
imposed by National Courts; 


b. The Tribunal cannot establish presumption of guilt or 
innocence; 


The Tribunal has no jurisdiction over the National Mili- 
tary or Occupational Courts, its power being confined to 
the declaration of criminality under Article 9 of the 
Charter, 


After further discussion, it was decided that the President would 
make the following Announcement in Open Court at an early date: 


ANNOUNCEMENT 


The Tribunal has been giving careful consideration to the duty 
imposed upon it by Article 9 of the Charter. 


It is difficult to determine the manner in which the representa- 
tives of the named organizations shall be permitted to appear in 
accordance with Article 9, without considering the exact nature of 
the case presented for the Prosecution. 


For this reason, the Tribunal has come to the conclusion that at 
this stage of the Trial, with many thousands of applications being 


wle 
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made, the case for the Prosecution should be defined with more pre- 
cision than appears in the Indictment. 


In these circumstances therefore it is the intention of the 
Tribunal to invite argument from the Counsel for the Prosecution 
and for the Defense, at the conclusion of the case by all Prosecutors, 
in regard to the questions hereinafter set forth. 


The questions which need further consideration are as follows: 


l. The Charter does not define a criminal organization, and it 
is therefore necessary to examine the tests of criminality which must 
be applied and to decide the nature of the evidence to be admitted. 


Many of the applicants who have made requests to be heard 
assert that they were conscripted into the organization, or that they 
were ignorant of the criminal purposes of the organization, or that 
they were innocent of any unlawful acts. 


It will be necessary to decide whether such evidence ought to 
be received to rebut the charge of the criminal character of the 
organization, or whether such evidence ought more properly to be re~ 
ceived at the subsequent trials under Article 10 of the Charter, when 
the organizations have been declared criminal, if the Tribunal so 
decides. 


2. The question of the precise time within which the named organ- 
ization is said to have been criminal is vital to the decision of the 
Tribunal. 


The Tribunal desires to know from the Prosecution at this stage 
whether it is intended to adhere to the limits of time set out in the 
Indictment. 


3. The Tribunal desires to know, whether in the light of the 
evidence, any class of persons included within the named organizations 
should be excluded from the scope of the declaration, and which, if any. 


In the Indictment of the Leadership Corps of the Nazi Party, 
the Prosecution have reserved the right to request that Politische 
Leiter of subordinate grades or ranks or of other types or classes be 
exempted from further proceedings without prejudice to other proceed- 
ings or actions against them. 


Is it the intention of the Prosecution to make any such re- 
quest? If so, it should be done now. 


4, The Tribunal would be glad if the Prosecution would also: 


a. Summarize in respect of each named organization the 
elements which, in their opinion, justify the charge 
of being a criminal organization. 


Indicate what acts on the part of individual defendants, 
indicted in this trial, in the sense used in Article 9 
of the Charter, justify declaring the groups or organi- 
zations, of which they are members, to be criminal 
organizations. 


Submit in writing a summary of proposed findings of fact 
as to each organization, with respect to which a finding 
of criminality is asked. 
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The Tribunal hopes it is not necessary to say to the Prosecution 
that it is not seeking to interfere with the undoubted right of the 
Prosecution to present its case in its own way, in the light of the 
full knowledge of all the documents and facts which it possesses; 
but the duty of the Tribunal under Article 9 of the Charter makes 
it essential at this time to have the case clearly and precisely 

' defined. 


THE TRIBUNAL ADJOURNED AT 1:15 PM. 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
5 Jan 1946 10:00 AM 


Mr. Justice Birkett presiding 


All Members and their Alternates were present, except Lord Justice 
Lawrence. 


The following subjects were discussed and decisions made as indicated: 


l. Formal Record of Proceedi of Tribunal 
The Tribunal discussed at length the various problems regarding 
the formal record of proceedings of the Tribunal. During this discussion 
representatives of the Prosecution, Defense, the Soviet, British, French 
and American Secretaries and the Translation Division were present. The 
Tribunal made the following decision: 


a. The Translation Division should continue the work of pre- 
paring a corrected text in English of the proceedings in Court by checking 
the stenographer's transcript with the film record of the proceedings. 


b. This corrected text in English should be submitted to the 
General Secretary who should arrenge with the Soviet and French Secretaries 
for the preparation of the corrected texts in Russian and French. 


cC. The General Secretary should also arrange for the preparation 
of a corrected text in German, and Dr. Stahmer promised the full co-opera- 
tion of the Defence Counsel in this work. 


d. The Generel Secretary, together with the four (4) Netionel 
Secretaries, after consultation with the Prosecutors and the Defence 
Counsel, should make what minor grammatical and other emendations to the 
four corrected texts they consider necessary in order that the texts should 
be complete and without manifest error. Should the General Secretary and 
the four (4) National Secretaries fail to reach agreement on some of the 
Proposed emendations, the matter is to be referred to the Tribunal for 
their decision. 


e. The General Secretary should then issue the corrected emended 
texts in English, Russian, French, and German. 


f. The Tribunal decided to defer for the time being the further 
questions relating to the form of the final record. 


Lt. Comdr. Steer, of the Translation Division, undertook to supply 
the Tribunal with a copy of the instructions given to the staff so that the 
Tribunal would be aware of the principles upon which the corrected text was 
being prepared, and the extent of the alterations and emendations. 


26 Indicted Organizations 


The Tribunal decided to send a communication to the Committee of 
Prosecutors relating to the question of Criminal Organizations, and Sir 
Norman Birkett was deputed to draw up a draft communication for the con- 
sideration of the Tribunal. This draft is to be considered ata Meeting to 
be held in the week beginning 7 Jan 1946. 
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The Tribunal instructed the General Secretary to answer Dr. Merkel's 
letter substantially as follows: 
a. No postponement will be considered. 
b. In connection with your request for expert Personnel, the 
Tribunal will be glad to entertain any specific applications 
which you may make to it with regard to assistance or witnesses. 
The General Secretary was also instructed to furnish the Press with the 
above information, so they will know the application hes been made and denied. 


4. Memorandum from Dr, Servatius (Counsel for 4 rship So of 
NSDAP), dated 15 Dec 1945, requesting additional information end 
an extension of time for his defense work: 
The Tribunal instructed the General Secretary to write Dr. Servatius 
a letter somewhat similar to above - lst, the trial will not be delayed; 
2nd, matters with respect to the criminal organizations will be dealt with 
subsequently; and 3rd, he may apply for witnesses he wants. 


5. Request from Dr. Servatius, dated 1 Jan 1946, for permission to 
visit Camp Fallingbostel, near Hannover, and Camp Kornwestheim, 
near Stuttzart, to interview interned political leaders: 

Granted. However, the Tribunal decided that if Dr. Servatius 
wished to visit any Camps other than those specified he must make 
additional applications in the usual manner. 


Request from Dr, Servatius, deted 1 Jan 1946, that Assessor 
Gerhard Dumke may be admitted to the Tribunal as Assistant Defense 
Counsel for Defendant SAUCKEL and the organization of Political 
Leaders: 


Granted. 


R t from Dr. Otto Kranzbuehler (Counsel for DOENITZ) for 
compensetion in the amount of Rm. 2000: 

The Tribunal decided thet since Dr. Kranzbuehler is drawing no 
fee from the Tribunal, as Defense Counsel for DOENITZ, that he 
should be reimbursed for his expenses, to the extent of Rm, 2000. 


8. The General Secretary requested that certain pointe be clarified 
regarding applications received from members of indicted organizations. 
The Tribunal decided that such applications are court documents, and the 
General Secretary is responsible for their custody, and the General Secretary 
is to use his own discretion as to which applications should be answered. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 1:15 PM. 
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Palace of Justice 
(No. 50) Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
20 Dec 1945 4:15 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members and their Alternates were present, 


Lord Justice Lawrence presented the Agenda: 


l. Ihe Tribunal considered pending applications for Documents, and 
made the following decisions: 


a. GOERING 


1. Book by Winston Churchill, entitled "Step by Step" 
1936-1939: 
To be obtained. 


2. "White Papers and Reports of the German Foreign Office 
regarding the Hague Convention or Land Warfare", 


To be obtained. 


3. Book by Neville Henderson, entitled "Failure of a 
Mission" 
To be obtained. 


b. ROSENBERG 


l. "Decree of Minister for Eastern Affairs", dtd 14 Dec 
1945, to the Reich Komissar for the Ukraine concerning 
equitable treatment, etc. 

Request counsel to provide further identifica~ 
tion and obtain, if possible. 


2. Manuscript letter from ROSENBERG to Hitler on question 
of ROSENBERG's dismissal from editorship of Beobachter 
"to take no account of ROSENBERG's personal confessions" 


To be obtained unless Prosecution raises 
special objection. 


3. Book by ROSENBERG, entitled "The Future Orientation 
of Germany's Foreign Policy" 
DENIED ~- as irrelevant. 


C. STREICHER 


l. "Jewish Confessions", by Dr, von Gregenyald 
DENIED - because application is not supported 


by counsel, and the evidence would be irrelevant. 


2. å copy of Volkischer Beobachter published after 1940 
which mentions the contents of a book alleged to have 
been written by an American Jew named Kaufman, demand- 


ing the sterilization of all German males. 
DENIED - because application is not supported 


by counsel, and the evidence wovld be irrelevant. 


3. A book by Kaufman 
DENIED ~ as irrelevant. 
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cC. Streicher (continued) 


4, "Mein Kampf" 
DENIED - because application is not supported 


by counsel, and the evidence would be irrelevant. 


Documents of the highest court of the Nazi Party, 


1940, of proceedings against JULIUS STREICHER 
DENIED ~ as irrelevant. 


Volkischer Beobachter, 31 Mar 1933 
To be obtained. 


Documents of the Bavarian er Disciplinary Cour 
in proceedings against STREICHER 


DENIED = as irrelevant. 


d. SCHACHT 


l. Statements against Hitler; letters by Lammers in 
matters of administration; copies of letters addressed 
to FUNK, "Das Reich", Hitler, etc. 


Efforts be made to obtain the documents, and 
if relevant to be made available to the defendant. 


e. SAUCKEL 


l. "Party State and Administration", written by SAUCKEL 
To be obtained. 


Verdict in the trial of High Treason of LAVAL 


DENIED - as irrelevant because LAVAL's consent 

to the employment of French workers in the German 
armament industries is legally irrelevant and 
immaterial under the Charter. 


The Indictment of PETAIN 
PETAIN's consent to the employment of French 
workers in the German armament industries is 
legally immaterial under the Charter, and is 
therefore DENIED. 


SAUCKEL's appointment book for years 1942-1943 


Efforts be made to obtain the document, however, 
further details will be necessary if the document 
should later be offered in evidence, 


A speech by SAUCKEL during the conference of Labor 
Employment Agencies in the Occupied Territories, 
Made in Weimar on 6 Jan 1943 (said to be printed in 


the Manual for the Employment of Labor). 
To be obtained. 


ic Arbeitsblatt vailable in 1 bor Offices 
To be obtained, 


Manifest des Arbeitzeineatzes, 20 Apr 1943 


To be obtained. 


To be obtained. 





i e NAMMI 


H2786-0097 


IMT Meeting - 20 Dec 45 


f. VON PAPEN 


l. Ambassador Dodd's Diary 
To be obtained. 


Film of Hitler's entry into Linz 
DENIED ~ as irrelevant. 


Memorandum on SEYSS-INQUART's conversation with 
Hitler of 17 Nov 1938 


To be obtained. 


Memorandum by HEIDRICH about Austria from year 1937 
DENIED - as irrelevant. 


astoral letter of the Austri iscopate of r 1938 
DENIED ~ as irrelevant. 


Article by Dr, Renner, present chief of the Austrien 
Government, published in Mar or Apr 1938, in the Netin 


Wiener Tageblatt, welcoming the new government. 
DENIED - as irrelevant. 


Picture of the demonstration Keldenplatz in Vienna 
DENIED - as irrelevant. 


Information to be obtained from the Statistical Office 

for the Netherlands. 
Request does not relate to a specific document 
but rather to a collection of information, there- 
fore, application to be returned to defendant's 
counsel with the suggestion that he identify 
particular documents. If such identification can 
be made, efforts are to be made to obtain them. 


Information to be obtained from the Dutch Red Cross 
' Request does not relate to a specific document 
but rather to a collection of information, there- 
fore, application to be returned to defendant's 
counsel with the suggestion that he identify 
particular documents. If such identification can 
be made, efforts are to be made to obtain them. 


Volumes of the American Journal of International Lew, 
especially for 1943. 
To be obtained. 


Memorandum of September 1944, from SPEER to HITLER, 
about the attack of the Party on his organization. 
To be obtained. 


Article in the Voelkischer Beobachter by Siinderman 
about "Burnt Earth". 
To be obtained. 


Statutes of the "Central Plenning" said to be included 


in the information given to the managers, published 
between March and May 1942. 


To be obtained. 
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h. Speer (continued) 


4. Memorandum to HITLER about 15 M 945, ab 


prevention of further destruction. 
To be obtained. 


Article in the London Observer about SPEER, pub- 
ished between Februa a ri 944, 


DENIED =~ as irrelevant. 


Announcement by the i At 


Station of April 1945 
To be obtained. 


The Tribunal further agreed that where the Prosecution has ob- 
jected to any of the foregoing documents they will be turned 
over to the Prosecution for examination, and where no objection 
was made by the Prosecution the documents, when obtained, will 
be given to defendants' counsel. 


Final consideration of STREICHER application for Witness LELCK: 


DENIED ~ as irrelevant. 


Letter containin roposals regar o representation and defense 
of the GESTAPO by Dr, Merkel (Counsel for GESTAPO), dtd 17 Dec 45: 
Action postponed, ' 
The Tribunal directed that correspondence be sent 
to Prosecution for comments. 


Levter from Dr. Alexander Dillman, Barrister to the Munich Supreme 
Court, dtd 7 Dec 45, on behalf of the wives of officers of the 
General Staff and Wehrmacht, requesting definition of the terms 
of the charges made against the Military: 

Action postponed. 

The Tribunal directed that correspondence be sent 

to Prosecution for comments. 


uest by Dr, Kubuschok (Counsel for the REICH CABINE; dated 


13 Dec 1945, for permission to talk with former Reich Minister 


Lammers for purposes of information: 
GRANTED = subject to security regulations. 


Memorandum from Dr, Servatius (Counsel for LEADERSHIP CORPS OF NS ; 
dated 15 Dec 1945, requesting additional information and an extension 
of time for his defense work: 

Action postponed. 


Memorandum dated 17 Dec, from Dr. Servatiu Counsel for LEADERSHI 
CORPS OF NS for permission to "look, the political leaders t 
be found in the Internment C at Staumuehle near Paderborn, 


Westfalen, to talk to them either individually or in groups or with 


chosen representatives for the sake of obtaining information an 
preparing a hearing for members of these organizations": 
The Tribunal directed that Dr. Servatius be authorized 
to go to the Camp to interview chosen representatives, 
subject to security regulations. 


8, Memorandum from Prof, Dr, Exner (Counsel for JODL and GENERAL STAFF 
and HIGH COMMAND), dtd 17 Dec 1945, advising that the General Steff, 
er General Warlimont, desires representation before the Tribunal bj 
a General, and requesting that the defense of the German General Staff 
be committed to a General, and further requesting that the General 
be appointed in lieu of Dr. Exner: 
Dr. Exner to be informed as follows: 


— 
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8. (continued) 


ā. The Tribunal denies the application that a General should 
be appointed to represent the General Staff; 


b. The Tribunal wishes Dr. Exner to continue to represent the 
General Staff, but he may retire if he wishes to do so end 
if Dr. LeWerkuehn takes his place; 


If he continues, Dr, Leyerkuehn may be associated with him 
and may address the Court on behalf of the General Staff; 


If Dr. Exner retires Dr. LeWerkuehn may represent the 
General Staff; 


There can be no delay. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 5:45 PM. 
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Palace of Justice 
rnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
19 Dec 1945 5315 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members and their Alternates were present, 


The Tribunal considered pending applications for witnesses, and made 
the following decisions: # 


1. VON NEURATH 


&. Dr. Guido Schmidt (Former Austrian Foreign Minister) 
Witness to be ALERTED. 


Dieckhoff (German Ambassador) 
Withess to be ALERTED. 


Frick 
It is unnecessary to pass upon this since FRICK is 
a defendant. 


Lord Halifax 
Interrogatories may be submitted, 


Raeder 
It is unnecessary to pass on this application since 
Raeder is a defendant. 


Koepke (Ministerial Direktor) 
Witness to be ALERTED. 


Goering 
It is unnecessary to pass on this application since 
Goering is a defendant. 


Schacht 
It is unnecessary to pass on this application since 
Schacht is a defendant. 


yon Papen 


It is unnecessary to pass on this application since 
von Papen is a defendant. 


Dr. Geus (Foreign Office, Berlin) 
It is unnecessary to pass on this application since 
an application to summon Gaus, made by the defendant 
Ribbentrop, has been granted by the Tribunal. 


Gamelin 
DENIED ~ not considered relevant, 


Nuntius Orsenige 
Dr. Wurm (Evangelical State Bishop) 


Dr. Stroelin (Former Lord Mayor) 
ALERT all three. 


Counsel to be given his choice of one. 
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JODL 
a. Admiral Buerkner 


It is unnecessary to pass on this application since 
Admiral Buerkner has been allowed as a witness for 
Keitel. 


b. Schramm 
Witness to be ALERTED. 


C. Kipp 
Witness to be ALERTED. 


SEYSS- INQUART 


a. General Christiansen 
b. Stuckart (Former State Secretary) 


c. Fredericks (Secretary General of the Interior) 
These applications are of the same character as the 
37 heretofore returned to counsel for SEYSS-INQUART 
with direction to select a reasonable number of wit- 
nesses who have knowledge of the general conditions 
with respect to the occupation that the defendant 
wishes to prove. Therefore, these applications are 
to be returned to counsel for inclusion in the 
previous disposition. 


. Malzacher (Deputy to Speer) 
Witness to be ALERTED. 


GOERING 


a. Francois-Poncet (French Ambassador in Berlin) 
DENIED - not considered material. 


RAEDER 


Schreiber (Frigate Captain) 
To be returned for further particulars. 


b. Moenting (Adjutant to Raeder, later Chief of Staff of 
Naval War Operations) 
The Tribunal decided this application should be re- 
turned to counsel with the remark that it appears 
te be irrelevant, and further particulars on its 
relevancy are desired. 


The Tribunal then considered the following items on the Agenda, and 
made the decisions noted: 


l. Final consideration of the six SBRUICHER witnesses held in abeyance 
pending consultation with STRBICHBR's counsel. Counsel has signed 
five of the applications (application for LELCK remains unsigned). 

Wursbacher To be ALERTED 
Frau Streicher To be ALERTED 
Herrworth DENIED as irrelevant 
Gassner DENIED as irrelevant 
Hoellrich To be ALERTED 
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Action postponed. 
The Tribunal directed that correspondence be sent 
to Prosecution for comments. 


Letter from Dr. Alexander Dillmann, Barrister to the Munich 
Supreme Court, dtd 7 Dec 45, on behalf of the wives of officers 
of the General Staff and Wehrmacht, requesting definition of 
the terms of the charges made against the Military. 

Action postponed. 

The Tribunal directed that correspondence be sent 

to Prosecution for comments. 


est from Dr ternser (A ciate c el f SEYSS- INQU. s 


dtd 12 Dec 45, for permission to hand over copies of the trial 
proceedings and documents to Defendant SEYSS-iNQUART. 
The Tribunal expressed the desire that, subject to 
security regulations, this request be met as fully 
as possible. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 6:30 PM. 
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Palace of Justice 
Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 


Meeting 
17 Dec 1945 5315 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members and their Alternates were present. 


Lord Justice Lawrence presented the Agenda: 


1. t by Dr. Flaeschner (Counsel for SPEER) for document 
surrendered to Bombing Survey: 
It was decided that the documents should be brought here, 
handed over to the Chief Prosecutors for their inspection, 
and if they have no objection the documents would be 
placed in the Defendants' Information Room. 


D ad (Co el for BORMANN) for an intervie 


with Photographer Hoffmann: 
GRANTED subject to security regulations. 


Offer by Mezee dressed to C ker, dated Nov_1945, 


to become a Defense Counsel: 
REFUSED. 


Request by Dr. Servatinus for extension of Christmas Recess to 
9 Jan 1946: 


REFUSED. 


Request by Dr, Exner (Counsel for JODL ted 6 Dec 45 ski 
whether witnesses may be examined by interrogatories: 
The Tribunal decided that he may do this, but that he must 


submit the name of the witness and also the interrogatories 
to the Tribunal in each case. When received, interrogatories 
to be sent to the Chief Prosecutors for any cross-interroga- 
tories, and then sent to the witness. 


Letter from Charles F, Ashton, requesting to be heard as a witness 


re Nazi regime: 
REFUSED. 


from Gen, Krame anzer T t end a representative 
a b f o he officers he commands in the remain- 
ing Wehrmacht: 
REFUSED, Secretary directed to refer matter back to 
counsel for General Staff, providing Kramer is a member 
of the General Staff. 


Request for information from Johnstone Castle Camp, Scotland, 


n be f of SA internee o why SA members who were con- 
scripted are indicted, whereas Nazi party members who joined 
luntari are not: 
The Tribunal decided that no action is necessary. 


Request of HESS's counsel to contact two of HESS's former 
Secretaries: 
It was agreed that counsel could communicate or talk with 


these secretaries, subject to security regulations. 


Counsel Fees: 
It was decided as payment for the second additional payment 


of counsel fees that Dr. Sauter, who represents three de- 
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Counsel Fees (continued) 


fendants, would be paid 3,000 Ru. for the first defendant 
and 1,500 Rm. for each of the other two defendants. 


Dr. Marx (Counsel for STREICHER) appears before Tribunal: 
After some discussion as to why Dr. Marx objected to cer- 
tain witnesses requested by STREICHER, Dr. Marx requested 
that he be given the applications on those witnesses, 
which he would re-study and make further recommendation. 
The Tribunal approved his request. 


Request by KEITEL to be heard recarding the announcement of 
the Reich Cabinet; 


The Tribunal decided that when appearing as a witness 
KEITEL can defend himself on this charge, as well as on 
other charges. 


Request from Kuboschok (Counsel for von Papen) for return of 


confiscated items: 


The Tribunal directed that the documents were to be turned 
over to the Prosecution, but not the property, 


Memorandum from Kranzbuehler for an Assistant: 
The Tribunal directed that defense counsel should be 
allowed one of the parties suggested - not as an assistant 
but as an aid to him in research work, i.¢., a specialist 
in naval matters. 


tice by Dr. Siem Counsel for DE that he s selected 


Dr. Ballas as associate counsel: 


Noted, without objection. 


MEETING ADJOURNED AT 6:20 PM. 
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Palace of Justice 
Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
15 Dec 1945 10:00 AM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members and their Alternates were present. 
Lord Justice Lawrence presented the Agenda: 


1. Policy for callin tnesses for Defendants: 
The meeting agreed: 


The Tribunal has passed upon a number of applications for witnesses. 
Some of these have been granted, subject to their evidence being relevant; 
some have been declined; and in some cases orders have been made that the 
witness be alerted, i.e. that, if he can be located, he be advised to hold 
himself in readiness to come here as a witness if the application is granted. 


It is the desire of the Tribunal to secure for the defendants those 
witnesses who are material and relevant to their defense. To prevent the 
unnecessary prolonging of the trial, however, it is clear that witnesses 
whose testimony is irrelevant or merely cumulative should not be summoned. 


At the conclusion of the prosecution's testimony, the Tribunal shall 
hear from defendant's counsel as to which of the witnesses, granted or alerted, 
they think necessary to bring here to testify. At that time the Tribunal may 
hear from them further as to any witnesses that have been declined, if, in 
view of the case, it then appears to the Tribunal that the testimony of such 
witnesses is material and not cumulative. 


Defendants as Witnesses 
Counsel appearing for any defendant may question any other defendant 
as to any relevant matter and may interrogate him as a witness for that purpose. 
If the other defendant takes the stand in his own behalf, the right shall be 
exercised at the conclusion of his testimony. 


Examination of Witnesses called by other Defendants 
The same person has been asked as a witness by a number of defendants 
in some cases. It is only necessary that such witness be called to the stand 
once. He may then be interrogated by counsel for any defendant as to any 
material matter. 


It was decided that the President would make the above announcement 
in open Court, Monday morning, 17 Dec 1945. 


A ti for Witne ; 
a. GOERING 
1. Ward Price (Chief Correspondent, London Daily Mail) 
DENIED as cumulative to interrogatories already granted, 


and irrelevant in that it relates to GOERING's wishes 
rather than to his acts. 


2. Ambassador Gauss (Foreign Office, Berlin) 
Unnecessary to act on this application as a previous 
application for Gauss by KEITEL has been granted and 
efforts are now being made to locate him. If located, 
GOERING's counsel will have the opportunity to examine 
him in ordinary course. 
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a. Goering (continued) 


Z. Freiherr y. Hammerstein (Chief Judge of the Luftwaffe) 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


4. Dr. Lehmann (Ministerial Director, OKW, Berlin) 
Unnecessary to act on this application as Dr. Lehmann 
has been allowed as a witness for KEITEL, and GOERING's 
counsel will have the opportunity to examine him in 
ordinary course. 


5. Dr, Mastry (Czechoslovak Ambassador in Berlin) 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


bd. KALTENBRUNNER 


1. Dr, Klemm (former Secretary of State) 
Witness to be ALERTED. 


2. Neubacher (former Ambassador) 
Witness to be ALERTED. 


Dr, Meyer (International Red Cross, Geneva) 

The Tribunal voted, three to one, that interrogatories 
may be submitted. The Soviet Member, General Nikitchenko, 
dissenting, as irrelevant. 


Dr, Brachmann (Secretary General, International Red Cross) 
The Tribunal voted, three to one, that interrogatories 
may be submitted. The Soviet Member, General Nikitchenko, 
dissenting, as irrelevant. 


Burckhardt (President, International Red Cross) 

The Tribunal voted, three to one, that interrogatories 
may be submitted. The Soviet Member, General Nikitchenko, 
dissenting, as irrelevant. 


Wenneck 
Witness to be ALERTED. 


(Mine Supervisor in Alt-Aussee, Austria) © 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


Qhlendorf (Assistant Cabinet Member) 

The Tribunal voted, three to one, that the witness 
should be ALERTED. The Soviet Member, General 
Nikitchenko, dissenting, as irrelevant. 


Prof. Dr. Kneis] (Referent on conferences pertaining 
to Art in the G.G.) 


The Tribunal voted, three to one, that the witness 
should be ALERTED. The Soviet Member, General 
Nikitchenko, dissenting, as irrelevant. 


Struve (Agent for "Commitment of Labour" in Occupied 
Poland) 

The Tribunal voted, three to one, that the witness 

should be ALERTED. The Soviet Member, General 

Nikitchenko, dissenting, as irrelevant. 


Ambassador Messersmith 
Interrogatories GRANTED. 
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c. Frank (continued) 


4. Gnauck (Stenographer of G.G, of Polish Occupied Territory) 
DENIED as cumulative and irrelevant. 


d. SCHACHT 


1. General Warlimont 
The Tribunal requests further particulars of the 
testimony that General Warlimont could give. 


Dr. Adolf Hertlain (University Professor) 
DENIED as immaterial. 


Jene Schacht (Son of Defendant Schacht ) 
Witness to be ALERTED. 


Richard Merton (Now in England) 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


Von Fluegge 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


6. Carl Schmidt (Former State Secretary) 
Witness to be ALERTED. 


7, Dr. Dieble (Regierungs President, Mirnberg) 
Witness to be ALERTED. 


e. SCHIRACH 


l. Wieshofer (Schirach's former Adjutant ) 
The Tribunal voted, three to one, that the witness 
should be ALERTED. The Soviet Member, General 
Nikitchenko, dissenting, as immaterial. 


f. SAUCKEL 


l. General Reinicke 


The Tribunal voted, three to one, that the witness 
should be ALERTED, The Soviet Member, General 
Nikitchenko, dissenting, as immaterial. 


Skerseny (SS Hauptmantsleiter) 

The Tribunal voted, three to one, that the witness 
should be ALERTED. The Soviet Member, General 
Nikitchenko, dissenting, as irrelevant. 


Weidener (Sauckel's brother-in-law) 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


(Head of Party Women's Organization) 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


Wetzel, (Sauckel's father-in-law) 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


Deat (French Minister) 

DENIED as irrelevant, in that it constitutes no 
defense to the charge of Crime against Humanity 
under the Charter. 


Schneider (Reichsstatthalterbure, Weimar) 
DENIED as irrelevant. 
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f. Sauckel (continued) 


8. 


9. 


Demme 
DENIED as irrelevant, 


Lammers (Reichsminister) 

Unnecessary to take action on this application as 
Lammers is here and has been granted as a witness 
for other defendants. SAUCKEL's counsel will have 
the opportunity to examine him in ordinary course. 


Marschler (Ministerpresident, Weimar) 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


Berck 
The Tribunal has previously granted the defendant 


three witnesses and one affidavit from the group com- 
posed of Geissler, Timm, Goetz and Berck, therefore, 
it is unnecessary to rule on this matter again. 


Frick 
Unnecessary to act on this application as FRICK is 
a defendant. 


Fritzinger (State Secretary) 
DENIED as cumulative to previous application for FRICK, 


Lt. Col. France (Office of Commissioner General for 
Labor Employment ) 
Witness to be ALERTED. 


Kretschmann (Generalarbeitsfuehrer) 

The Tribunal voted, three to one, that the witness 
should be ALERTED. The Soviet Member, General 
Wikitchenko, dissenting, as immaterial. 


Mende (Hauptdienststellenleiter, Labor Front, Berlin) 
The Tribunal voted, three to one, that the witness 
should be ALERTED. The Soviet Member, General 
Nikitchenko, dissenting, as immaterial. 


Schwarz 

The Tribunal voted, three to one, that the witness 
should be ALERTED. The Soviet Member, General 
Nikitchenko, dissenting, as irrelevant. 


(Oberarbeitsfuehrer) 
The Tribunal voted, three to one, that the witness 
should be ALERTED. The Soviet Member, General 
Nikitchenko, dissenting, as irrelevant. 


Herfurth 
DENIED as being too remote to be relevant. 


Timm 

The Tribunal has previously ruled that the defendant 
may select three witnesses from a group including Timm, 
therefore, it is unnecessary to consider this matter 
again. 


Walter 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


Escher 
DENIED as irrelevant. 
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f. Sauckel (continued) 


23. Oberlander (Oberregierungsrat, Sallfeld) 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


Soser 
Unnecessary to act on this application as SPEER 


is a defendant. 


Liebetrau 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


Le Gardelle (French Labor Minister) 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


Becker (President of Appellate Court, Weimar) 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


Wessel (Minister, Weimar) 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


Remke (Gau Judge) 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


Bauer (Journalist, Weimar) 
DENIED as irrelevant as to SAUCKEL's employment of 
Bauer, and cumulative as to SAUCKEL's general attitude. 


van der Wille (Flemish leader in Belgium) 

DENIED as irrelevant to the charge of forced labor, 
that there may have been approval of voluntary labor 
in Germany. 


Goetz (President of the Dresdner Bank, Weimar) 

The Tribunal has already allowed three witnesses of a 
group including Goetz, therefore, it is unnecessary 
to rule on this matter again. 


de Brunon (French Ambassador in Berlin in 1943) 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


Helm (a Writer) 
DENIED as immaterial. 


THE MEETING RECESSED FROM 1:15 PM UNTIL 2:00 PM, 


g. STREICHER 


l. Otto 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


2. Samyald 


DENIED as irrelevant. 


3. Frau Herrwerth 
DENIED as evidence is too remote to be admissible. 


Bauer 
DENIED as irrelevant. 
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Streicher (continued) 


5. 


l. 


The following applications were received without the 
signature of STREICHER's counsel, who advised the 
General Secretary's office that he declined to sign 
them because he does not agree that the witnesses 
should be called. The Tribunal decided to call in 
STREICEER's counsel at 5:15 PM, Monday, 17 Dec 465, 
to discover if there were any dissention between 
counsel and defendant. Action on these applications 
to be postponed until then: 


Wursbacher Application No. 1 
Frau Streicher " 

Herrworth 

Gassner 

Hoellrich 

Lelck 


von Freyend (Adjutant Chief of OKW) 

The Tribunal decided that interrogatories may be 
submitted, it being understood that they must be sub- 
mitted to Prosecution for cross—interrogatories. 


i. SEYSS-INQUART 


l. 


2. 


Roestma (General Secretary, The Hague) 


DENIED as irrelevant. 


Weizaecker (Former Ambassador) 
DENIED as irrelevant, tending to show, if anything, 
guilty knowledge. 


Ward Price (Correspondent for Daily Mail) 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


Since Lammers has been allowed as a witness for other 
defendants and is in Nurnberg, it is unnecessary to 
rule on the application at this stage. 


The defendant has applied for 37 witnesses, many of 
them in the Netherlands, to prove many particular acts 
of the defendant in the Netherlands alleged to have 
averted particular threatened atrocities, or otherwise 
to have mitigated the rigor of the occupation, or to 
establish that the security policy under Heidrich or 
the Army, rather than the defendant, was responsible 
for a particular measure. 


Since the Prosecution has not offered evidence of 
particular crimes in the Netherlands, it is impossible 
to determine whether this evidence is relevant to any 
particular allegation. In the present stage, all 37 
witnesses must be viewed as requested to establish that 
the defendant was engaged in a general endeavor to miti- 
gate the rigors of the occupation. 


Accordingly, the Tribunal has decided that these appli- 
cations should be referred to defendant's counsel with 
a statement that the number of witnesses requested bears 
no reasonable relation to the evidence that they are 
said to be able to give. The Tribunal therefore directs 
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i. Seyss-Inquart (continued) 


that if the defendant wishes to present evidence with 
respect to his administration of the occupation of the 
Netherlands, he select a reasonable number of prospective 
witnesses who have knowledge of the general conditions 
which he wishes to prove. 


Eupfauer (Chief, Rentraland of Production Ministry) 
The Tribunal voted, three to one, that the witness 
should be ALERTED. The Soviet Member, General 
Nikitchenko, dissenting, as irrelevant. 


l. [Lisz (Colonel or General, General Staff) 
The Tribunal voted, three to one, that the witness 
should be ALERTED, The Soviet Member, General Nikitchenko, 
dissenting for the following reasons: 
I object to the alerting of the witness 
LISZ en the ground that the defense requests 
that he be called to give evidence concern- 
ing circumstances, the investigation of which 


does not enter into the competence of the 


Tribunal. 
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k. Keitel (continued) 


2. yon Neurath, Schacht, Goering, Funk, Raeder, 
yon Brauchitsch 
Since all but von Brauchitsch are defendants it is 
unnecessary to act on these applications. Applica- 
tion on von Brauchitsch DENIED as being cumulative. 


Lt, Alexander (Son of General Alexander) 
DENIED as irrelevant. 


Churchill (Nephew of late Prime Minister Churchill) 

The Tribunal voted, three to one, that interrogatories 
should be granted. The Soviet Member, General 
Nikitchenko, dissenting for the same reasons enumerated 
under l. above. 


von Blomberg (Field Marshal) 

The Tribunal voted, three to one, that the witness 
should be ALERTED. The Soviet Member, General 
Nikitchenko, dissenting. 


Reinecke (General, OKW) 

The Tribunal voted, three to one, that the witness 
should be ALERTED. The Soviet Member, General 
Nikitchenko, dissenting. 


Jodl 
Unnecessary to act on this application as JODL is a 
defendant. 


bassador Messersmith 
Interrogatories GRANTED. 


Halder (Colonel-General) 

The Tribunal voted, three to one, that the witness 
should be ALERTED. The Soviet Member, General 
Nikitchenko, dissenting. 


Giles Romilly (Nephew of former Prime Minister Churchill) 
DENIED as cumulative to interrogatives granted for 
Churchill (nephew of former Prime Minister Churchill). 


11. von Brauchitsch (former Field Marshal) 
Witness to be ALERTED. 


The Tribunal moved a Vote of Thanks to Mr. Herbert Wechsler, 
Technical Advisor, for his assistance in sorting and examining 
the numerous applications received. 


5. Organizations 


The Tribunal understands that the counsel appointed under Article 9 
of the Charter are in doubt whether they have been appointed to represent the 
groups and organizations charged in the Indictment as criminal, or to repre- 
sent individual applicants who have applied to be heard under the said Article. 
The Tribunal directs that counsel represent the groups and organizations 
charged and not the applicants. 


As the Tribunal has already directed, counsel will be entitled to 
call as witnesses representative applicants and may also call other persons, 
whose attendance may be ordered by the Tribunal. Application to call any 
witness must be made in the ordinary way. 
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3. OQOrgenizetions (continued) 


The evidence of such witnesses and the arguments of counsel must 
be confined to the question of the criminal nature of the group or organi- 
zation. Counsel will not be entitled to call evidence or to discuss any 
question as to the individual responsibility of particular applicants, 


except insofar as this may bear upon the criminal character of the organi- 
zations. 


Counsel will be permitted as far as possible to communicate with 
applicants in order to decide what witnesses they will to apply to call. 


It was decided that the President would make the above announce- 
ment. in open Court, Monday morning, 17 Dec 1945. 


4. Statements to the Press: 


It was decided by the Tribunal that the President would 
make a statement on this matter in open Court, Monday morn- 
ing, 17 Dec 1945. 


Fees for Defense Counsel: 


The Tribunal agreed to authorize an aditional payment now 
of 3,000 Rm. to all defense counsel, which will take them 

through Dec 1945, on the basis that another 2,000 Rm. will 
be paid them at the end of another three months. 


time to time, in order to attend to urgent busines at his office 
GRANTED, but he must first designate a substitute to attend 
the trial in his absence. 


Memorandum dated 23 Nov 45, from Dr. Georg Boehm, Counsel for SA, 
notifying the Tribunal that he intends to address an appeal through 
the Press to all former members of the SA, suggesting that all mem- 
bers offer to become — * and requesting the Tribunal to 
inform him whether those who volunteer will be heard. 
Solved by the Tribunal's decision of 8 Dec 45 regarding 
orgenizations. 


Request for copy of Indictment by Prisoners in Nürnberg Prison: 
The Tribunal decided that the Notice which was published 
in the Press re Organizations, and copy of Indictment (if 
the Prosecution has no objection) is to be served on the 
prisoners. 


Admission of Documents: 
It was decided by the Tribunal that the President would 
make a statement on this matter in open Court, Monday morn- 
ing, 17 Dec 1945. 


THE MENTING ADJOURNED AT 5:30 PM. 
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Palace of Justice 
Nürnberg 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
8 Dec 1945 10:00 AM 


Lorå Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present, with 
the exception of Mr. Biddle. 


lord Justice Lawrence administered the oath of office to the inter- 
preters assigned to interpret in the closed sessions of the Tribunal, each 
interpreter repeating the following oath in his respective language: 


"I do solemnly swear that I will perform my duties as 
Interpreter to the Tribunal according to the best of 
my knowledge and skill, and that I will faithfully keep 
secret all matters which may come to my knowledge in 
the course of my duties which are not expressly ordered 
to be made public by the Tribunal". 


Lord Justice lawrence presented the Agenda: 


l. Dr, Dix's request regarding procedure in opening the case for the 
Defendants: 

The Tribunal decided that the President of the Court would make an 
announcement concerning the questions raised by Dr. Dix in Court as soon as 
possible ~ possibly on 10 Dec 1945. (Tentative wording of the decision is 
given in paragraph 2 of the "Minutes" of the Tribunal, dated 1 Dec 1945). 


2. vest _»b ish and Czechoslovakia representatives re participa- 
tion in the Trial: 
After discussion of the question the Tribunal agreed to adjourn the 
matter, and that a draft of a reply would be drawn up and the requests re- 
considered, 


3. Criminal Organizations: 

The Tribunal decided Prosecution is to be asked in what order they 
propose to introduce their evidence against the organizations which they 
allege to be criminal, whether they propose to charge the whole organization 
with criminality, or whether they propose to specify any branches of the 
organizations as not being criminal. 

The counsel for the organizations alleged to be criminal are asked 
to submit to the Tribunal a practical program, including which of the appli- 
cants they desire to examine as, presentative witnesses, and to specify the 
order in which they propose to submit their evidence. 

The Tribunal considers that a member of an accused organization who 
has applied to be heard on the question of the criminal character of the 
organization is not a defendant in the cause. Representative applicants 
will be permitted to give evidence but will have the individual status of 


witnesses only, and can be cross-examined by the Prosecution and by Defense 
Counsel. Counsel representing any group or organization charged in the 
Indictment may, however, exercise on their collective behalf the rights 
accorded by the Charter to counsel for individual defendants, including the 
right to interrogate and cross-examine witnesses and the right to address 
the court. In the exercise of these rights counsel must confine themselves 
to the issue of the criminality of the organization. 


4. Request dated 3 Dec 1945 by Dr. Dix for Permission to speak over 
the Radio: 
The Tribunal decided it camnot express any view on the propriety 
of a proposed statement to be made by counsel to the press or on the radio. 


<= 
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The Tribunal considers it is a matter for the judgment of counsel what 
statement, if any, it would be proper for him, as counsel for a defendant 
in this trial, to make to the press or radio. 


5. Memorandum from Kranzbuehle Counsel for DOENITZ), dat 
3 o 945, requesti interrogatori be put to Messerschmidt: 
GRANTED. 


THE MEETING RECESSED FROM 1:15 PM until 2:00 PM, 


6. Respons ted 29 Noy 1945 by Dr. Thoma (Counsel for ROSENBE 


to request for further information on application for witnesses, Baronet 


de Ropp and Major Winterbotham, dated 13 Nov 1945: 
REJECTED on the grounds of not being relevant. 


7. Request by Dr, Flaechsner (Counsel for SPEER) dated 26 N 194 


for order from Tribunal to place at his disposal his secretary, Mrs, 
Annemarie Kempf: 
REJECTED but he may communicate with her by writing. 


8. Reguest by Dr, Rohrscheidt (Counsel for HESS ted 20 Nov 1945 
f on to eak t wo former Secretari of Hess who were brought 


before him by Prosecution: 
The Tribunal decided that the Prosecution would be asked for the 


names of the two secretaries, and where they can be located. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 3:00 PM. 
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Palace of Justice 
Nürnberg, Germany 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
2 Dec 1945 3:00 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members and their Alternates were present. 


Lord Justice Lawrence presented the Agenda: 


Prosecution Reference Set No. 14 fo itnesses was considered and the 
following action taken: 


Dr. Wendler - Included in list from which defendant 
was permitted to choose Buehler and two others. 


Dr, Meissner - Granted, provided no other witness on 
same point had been previously granted. 


Pallezieux - Defendant was granted choice between this 
witness or No. 20. 


Siebert - Included in list from which defendant was per- 
mitted to choose Buehler and two others. 


Dr. Waechter - Included in list from which defendant was 
permitted to choose Buehler and two others. 


Kay Mueh)mann - See ruling on No. 17. 


General von Gienandt - Included in list from which de- 
fendant was permitted to choose Buehler and two others. 


4. and6. Sir Arthur Cadogan and Lord Halifax - The General 
Secretary be directed to advise counsel for Goering 


that he may submit to Cadogan and Halifax interrog- 
atories, to be submitted to the Prosecution with 
leave to file cross-interrogatories. Both interrog- 
atories and cross-interrogatories will then be sent 
by the General Secretary to the respective witnesses. 
The letter should state if they wish to appear in 
court and testify they may do so. 


5. General v., Bodenschatz - Granted. 
3. SCHIRACH 

3. Hartmann Lauterbacher - Granted. 
4. SCHACHT 


8. and 9. Schmidt and Reichsminister Schwerin v. Krosigk - 
Returned to defendant for showing of relevancy. 


10, 11, 14 and 15. Reuter, Huelse, Vocke and Diels - 
Choice of two. 
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4. SCHACHT (continued) 
12. Lammers - Granted. 
13. Cisevius - Has been previously granted. 
16. Frau Struenck - Granted previously. 
5. YON RIBBENTROP 
14. Margarete Blank - Previously disposed of. 


15. yon Sonnleitner - Granted choice of No. 15 
(von Sonnleitner)or Brenner 


16. Ambassador Gaus - Previously granted. 


17, 18, 19 and 20. yon Rintelen, Henke, Berber and Six - 
Refused for interrogation purposes but 
counsel may apply for them as witnesses. 


Prosecution Reference Set No. 15 for Witnesses: 


1. SEYSS-INQUART 
Defendant was granted permission to have four out of the com- 
bined total of seven witnesses requested on this Set (No. 15) 
and the three on Set No. 17. 


2. SCHACHT 
Request for Scherpenberg - The Secretary was requested to send 
this application back for details. 


Prosecution Reference Set No. 16 for Witnesses: 
l. GOERING 


Weisszacker - Interrogatories allowed. 


Prosecution Reference Set No. 16 for Documents: 
l. FRANK 


lst item - Available in Document Room, 


2nd item - Referred back to Defense Counsel for more 
information. 


gråd item - Referred back to Defense Counsel for more 
information. 


2. SEYSS-INQUART 
lst item - Granted. 
2nd item - Refused, irrelevant. 
3rd item - Refused, irrelevant. 


4th item Granted. 
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Prosecution Reference Set No. 17 for Witnesses: 
1. GOERING 
Dahlerus - Interrogatories permitted. 


2. SCHACHT 


General Field Marshal yon Brauchitsch ) 
General Field Marshal von Runstedt ) Granted. 
Generaloberst Halder 


3. SEYSS-INQUART 


Dr. Stuckart ) Four out of the combined total of 
r ins ) ` these and those requested on Set No. 15. 


P ecution rence S Do 


Not considered. 


Prosecuti Reference Set N 8 r Witne 


l. FRANK 


Dr. Boepple - To be included in list from which defendant 
may select two in addition to Buehler. 


Prosecution Reference Set No. 18 for Documents: 
l. FRANK 
lst item 
JODL 
lst item - Available in Document Room, 


2nd item - Returned to defendant for him to specify what was 
in the Order and why it is relevant. 


grd item - Granted. 

4th item - Available. 

Sth item - Available. 

6th item - Returned to defendant for more details as to what 
acts and dates by the Government constituted reprisals 


for the acts alleged in Crete, and what specific docu- 
ments he refers to. 


The British Secretary delivered to the Members of the Tribunal a list of 
the documents which the British are going to refer to when they open their 
case Tuesday, 4 Dec 1945. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 7:10 PM. 
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Palace of Justice 
Nürnberg, Germany 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
1 Dec 1945 2:30 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence presiding 


All Members and their Alternates were present. 
Lord Justice Lawrence presented the Agenda: 


1. bbentrop's regu or his secretary, Margarite Blank: 
It was agreed to grant the request, in accordance with security 
regulations, and that Miss Blank's notebook, now in the possession of the 
General Secretary, be returned to Ribbentrop's defense counsel. 


2. Dr. Dix's request regarding procedure in opening case for defendants: 


The following decision was made: 

The defense counsel will be permitted to make one speech only, in 
accordance with Article 24-H of the Charter, and this speech will be at con- 
clusion of the evidence called on behalf of the particular defendant. At 
the conclusion of the case for the prosecution the defense counsel will be 
invited to study the evidence they propose to call but they will be strictly 
confined to the names of the witnesses and the matters to which their evidence 
will be addressed, and must not be in the nature of an address. 


3. Dr. Stahmer's request re photostating of documents: 


The General Secretary was directed to inform Dr. Stahmer that the 
Tribunal had received his letter and it was their wish that it be complied 
with, and that it was being given to the Prosecution for that purpose. If 
there were difficulties of which the Tribunal was unaware they would expect 
the Prosecution to inform them. 


4. Tribunal Fund: 
It was agreed that General W. L. Mitchell, as General Secretary of 


the Tribunal, be authorized to draw upon the Account for the payment of fees 
to counsel. 


5. uest of ish and Czechoslovakia representatives to present 
ence on behalf of their countri nst th fe ts: 
It was agreed that these matters should be postponed until a decision 
had been received from the Prosecution as to their views in the matter. 


6. Miscellaneous requests from indicted organizations: 


The Tribunal appointed Sir Norman Birkett and Judge John Parker as 
a Committee to study the matter with the General Secretary and report back 
at the earliest opportunity, as this is a matter that requires some detailed 
study and should not be settled at this time. 


7. Jodi's request to be heard on the issue of General Staff and OKW: 


It. was agreed to grant this request. 


8. Comments by Frank's counsel regarding evidence of the Prosecution, 


which he asserted that representations in the evidence were erroneous: 
It was agreed that Frank will have the opportunity of answering his 
part of the evidence introduced by the Prosecution when he comes to present 
his defense. 


9. Request by Rosenberg's counsel to offer in evidence three documents: 
It was agreed that Rosenberg will have the opportunity of offering 


these documents in evidence when he presents his defense. 
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10. Notification by Speer's counsel that he has asked Dr. Hermann 
Mosler to assist him: It was egreed that the General Secretary should 
acknowledge Dr. Flaechsner's letter. ` 

ll. Payment of fees to Dr, Kranzbühler (C l for Doenitz): 

The General Secretary reported that Dr. Kranzbthler had returned 
his counsel fees with the statement that he was unauthorized to accept same 
as he was being paid by the Navy. The Tribunal agreed under the circum- 
stances not to pay Kranzbtthler. 


12. APPLICATIONS: 


Prosecution Reference Set No. 13 was considered and the following 
action taken: 


1. HESS applications: 
2. Granted. 
HESS application for witness: 


2. No action (disposed of by ruling that Hess would 
be tried). 


RIBBENTROP application for witnesses: 


ll. Rejected as not relevant. 
12. Granted. 


RIBBENTROP request for documents: 
1. Already granted. 

ROSENBERG request for documents: 
14. Rejected as not relevant. 

ROSENBERG applications: 
3. Rejected as not relevant. 

FRANK application for witnesses: 
11, 12, 13 and 15. Were deemed cumulative to witness 
Buehler previously granted. It was agreed that defendant 
FRANK would be permitted to call two witnesses in addition 
to Buehler, out of a group of 13 requested to date, to 
testify to the same facts as Witness Buehler. 


14. Granted. 


8. JODL request for documents: 


l. Rejected pursuant to a rule previously adopted regard- 
ing the minutes of the interrogation of defendants by 
the Prosecution. 


9. SEYSS-INQUART request for documents: 


1. Granted. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 5:00 PM. 
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Palace of Justice 
Nürnberg, Germany 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Meeting 
28 Nov 1945 4:30 PM 


Lord Justice Lawrence, Chairman 


All the Members and their Alternates were present. 


1. The method of the presentation of documents, including their 
admissability; the question of oral arguments or closing briefs; the admiss- 
ability of affidavits; and the number of witnesses and their cross-examina- 
tion was discussed at length with Justice Jackson and Dr, Rudolph Dix, repre- 
senting the counsel for the defendants. It was agreed by the Tribunal to 
consider further these matters but that a decision would not be made at this 
time. Justice Jackson was asked if he could arrange to furnish members of 
the Tribunal copies of the documents that were to be presented in court at 
least 24 hours in advance. Justice Jackson stated that we would investigate 
and let the Tribunal know the following day, 29 Nov 1945. 


2. Responsibility for Defendants: 
Justice Jackson's Memorandum on Responsibility for Defendants, 
dated 24 Nov 1945, was read by Lord Justice Lawrence. 


The meeting: 


Agreed to concur in the Memorandum except that with reference 


to paragraph 3, of the Memorandum, the Tribunal holds that defendants may 

be interrogated with their consent, but that they must be informed that they 
are entitled to have their counsel present, and that their counsel are en- 
titled to ask them questions. The General Secretary was directed to inform 
Justice Jackson of this decision. 


g. Counsel for Gestapo: 
It was agreed to appoint Dr. Rudolf Merckel, Nurnberg, to serve as 
counsel for the Gestapo. 


4. Lieutenant Eck: 
After examining the statements of the Prosecutors and of Kranzbthler, 
Counsel for Doenitz, it was decided that the General Secretary would: 


a. Inform the proper British authorities that the Tribunal does 
not desire the presence of Lt. Eck at the trial. 


b. Inform Counsel Kranzbthler that his application to present Lt. 


Eek's affidavit in evidence, as outlined in his application, is approved, and 
that the affidavit will be accepted. 


THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 7:30 PM. 
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Palace of Justice 
Nuremberg, Germany 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 


Executive Session 


November 24, 19:5 


All the Members and their Alternates were present. 


Captain Fisher presented applications from a number of the 
defendants, which were dealt with as indicated in the Appendix. 


Mre Biddle stated that the counsel for the defense and prose- 
cution had conferred on problems concerning the distribution of 
documents offered in evidence and wished to present the problem to 
the Tribunal in closed session. He suggested that perhaps the prose=- 
cution could read into the record the portions of all documents they 
wished to present in evidence and these would then be obtained by 
the defense counsel in the German language in the daily record of 
the proceedinzgse 


In conformity with this suggestion, Lord Justice Lawrence pro- 
posed the following: 


1. Only that part of documents read in court would be regarded 
as submitted in evidence. 


2e Copies of trial briefs and documents transleted into English 
will be furnished to defense counsel. It was eventually agreed that 
ten copies of each trial brief and five copies of each book of documents 
should be provided. 


Je Counsel for defense shall have an opportunity to see the 
text of every document, part of which is offered in evidence, in the 
Defendants' Information Center. 


le In order to make this possible, the original or a photostatic 
copy and one copy in German of each document, part of which is offered 
in evidence, will be available in the Defendants' Information Center 
twenty-four hours before any portion of it is to be presented in 
evidence. 


5s A copy of the transcript of each day's proceedings in German 
will be provided to each defense counsel on the day after the proceed- 
ings take place. 


Colonel Storey and Mr. Albrecht of the prosecution, Dre Dix and 
another counsel of the defense entered the room and explained to the 
Tribunal the difficulties they had encountered. Colonel Storey 
emphasized the mechanical impossibility of providing copies of all 
documents in German to each defense counsel and Dr. Dix pointed out 
that it was necessary to show a complete copy of any document relating 
to a particular defendant to that defendant in order that he might 
check the portions submitted in evidence. 
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Lord Justice Lawrence stated the proposals which he had earlier 
suggested. General Nikitchenko suggested that a photostatic copy of 
every document be given to defendant's counsel in court by the prose-~ 
cution at the time any portion of the document was offered in evidence 
in order that it might be examined by the defendant himself, 


Mr. Biddle suggested that a photostat of each document be given 
to the German interpreter prior to its presentation in court in order 
that the relevant portions might be read into the microphone directly 
from the text. 


The prosecution and defense counsel present agreed to Lord Justice 
Lawrence's proposal, with the proposals of General Nikitchenko and Mre 
Biddle added. 


Dre Dix of the defense said he would ask the other defense counsel 
not to raise the document problem in open court but rather to deal 
with future difficulties in the matter by conference. He recognized 
the physical limitations upon the capacity of the prosecution in this 
mattere The prosecution and defense counsel then retired. 


The reports on the condition of defendant Hess were considered 
and at lire Biddle's suggestion the meeting agreed that the General 
Secretary should send the reports on Hess to the Chief Prosecutors 
and to Hess' counsel for hearing on the question in a public session 
of the Tribunal on Friday, November 30, at 4:00 peme 


Me de Vabres suggested that the prosecution be advised to organize 
all documents in files relating to the individual defendants. The 
meeting agreed that it would probably be impracticable for the American 
Prosecution to reorganize its documents in this way but that it might 
be suggested to the prosecutors that they organize documents in this 
way in so far as practicable. 


Lord Justice Lawrence stated that he would write out and circulate 
to the Members of the Tribunal a plan for providing documents to the 
defendants and their counsel and would, if agreeable to the Tribunal, 
announce this in court on Monday, the 26th. 


The meeting adjourned at 5:15 peme 
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MLINUYES OF I.M.T, MEEYLING 
4 NOVEMBER 1945 


ACTION TAKEN BY THE TRIBUNAL ON APPLICATIONS FOR 
DOCUMENTS AND WITNESSES AT MEETING NOVEMBER 24, 1945 


RIBBENTROP requests for witnesses: 


Brenner ) 
von Sonnleiter ) 
Geoffrey Dawson - denied 
Lora Dawson of Fenn - denied 
Lord Dery - no such person 
Lord Vansittart ) Advise lawyer for von Ribbentrop that 
Lord Beaverbrook) evidence is to be taken by specific inter- 
Lord Kelmeley ) rogatories which will be supplied to evecify 
Lord Londonderry) the exect nature of the evidence. When the 
questions are sent it is to be indicated 
thet the witnesses may testify if he desires. 


ee —— —— — — — 
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ROSENBERG requests for witnesses: 


Dankers - denied 

Dr. Lammers - granted 

Baronet de Ropp ) Supply more definite information as 
Major Winterbothem ) to who .they are. 


FRANK requests for witnesses: 


von Craushaar Postponed until Frank's anplications 
von Burgedorff ere all in and can be considered in 
Dr. Meidinger a ground. 

Archbishop Seriehe 


requests for witnesses! 


Lendt ried 
Hey Ler ) One witness - one aftidavit 
Frau Hunk - granted 


SUHACHT requests for witnesses! 


(r) Jeidele - State thet testimony does not seem to ve of 
sufficient relevance or imvortance to justify 
bringing nim here but thet e written statement 
wili oe accented it it appears relevant. No 
delay will be permitted, however. The Triounal 
reserves tue rignt to poring nim here it it is 
deemed necessary. 


SAUCKEL requests for witnesses: 


Demme — deny as irrelevant 

Hildebrandt ) One witness - 

Kaestner ) Afridavits from otner two 

Letech ) 

Dedier - deny 

Berk ) 

Goetz ) Can take three out ot four as most ot eviaence 
Timm ) is cumuletive. 

Geissler ) 
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réqueets for witnesses: 


(1) 


Pemsel - either (1) or (3) grented 

Gehlen - Send beck for furtner intormetion as to tne 
precise nature of tne testimony. 

Schoch - either (1) or (3) granted 

von Freyend - No cherge of cruelty to Italien PWw's. 

pack for furtner elaboration. 

von Buttlar-Brandenfeis - grented 

Nuechs - grented 

von Greitrensbere - grented 

Weiznegge ) 

Krieger ) Cnoose one of the tnree 

Peechel ) 

Bunle - granted 

Winter - granted 

Schramm - denied 

Balder - grenved 


VON RIBBENTROP requests for documents: 


Ril] 


Wnite Book - Produce document - select ones that he wisnes 


to put in. 


ROSENBERG requests for documents: 


(10) 


Letter to Hitler, 1994 - granted 


SAUCKEL requests for documents: 


\2) 


Henduch fur den Arneitseinsatz - granted 
Europa Arbeitet in Deutsenland ~- granted 
Vommunications on tne employment ot workers - granted 


5- 


requests for documents: 


Collection ot foreign opinions - denied 
text of broadcasts 1932-1445 - Produce documenis - select 
ones ne wishes to put in. 
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INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Organizational Meeting 


November 21, 1945 5:15 P.M. 


Honorable Francis Biddle, Chairman 


All the Members and their Alternates were present. 


the following matters were considered: 


1. Medical Status of prisoner Ernst Kaltenbrunner - Lord 
Justice Lawrence read the medical report submitted by the Acting Chief 
Surgeon of the Int. Sec. Det. concerning the illness of Kaltenbrunner. 
this report stated that Kaltenbrunner will require absolute rest for 
two to three weeks, and will also require a week or two convalescence 
before he can face trial. 


the meeting: 
Agreed to take no action at this time. 


2. Oral Motions and Requests - A recommendation by the 
Chief Prosecutors that oral motions or applications in open court by 
either the Uhiet Prosecutors or the Counsel for the Detendants should 
be made in writing and made available to the other side was discussed. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that the following procedure be adopted: 
Whenever practicabf all applications or motions made in open court by 
either the Unief Prosecutors or Counsel for the Detendants will be 
made in writing and given to the other side. 


3. Hess Medical Report - Lord Justice Lawrence asked for a 
report on the status of the Hess medical report. The General Secretary 
reported that he had the medical report made by the three (3) American 
doctors and the French doctor. That the report made by the Russian 
doctor was being translated. That the report made by the British 
doctors had not been received. 


the meeting: 


Agreed that the General Secretary would distribute 
copies of the report made by the American and French doctors et once, 
and make distribution ot the other reports when received, and that the 
report made by the British doctors should be sent to the tribunal by 
cable or telephone. 


4. Application by Counsel for SS and SA - Major Neave 
stated that while he had not received an official application, he had 
been requested verbally by Drs. Bevel and Boehm, counsel for SS and SA, 
as follows: 
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(a) May they sit in court? 


(b) May they have transcripts ot the court proceedings to 
date? 


(c) May they interview important SA and SS leaders in order 
to learn something ot those organizations? In this connection they 
stated they will apply for two (2) weeks' adjournment. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that (a) and (b) above is approved, and 
that these lewyers should state in writing what leaders ot the SA and 
5S they may wish to interview when they put in their formal application. 


5. Vounsels' fees - Lord Justice Lawrence directed Major 
Neave to make a report and recommendations on the payment ot fees to 
Detendants' lawyers. 


the meeting: 
Agreed: 


(a) "nat alt Detense Counsel (not associates) 
should receive an initial payment ot 2,000 RM forthwith, and that no 
exception shoula be mace beyond that of Krupp's counsel and Dr. Sauter 
who has more than one client. 


(b) That Dr. Sauter shouid receive 2,U0U RM for 
the first client, plus 1,000 RM for each additional client. 


(c) That the application of Von Honrscheiat and 
Flaechsner for immediate payment ot 4,000 RM be denied, and that they 
should receive the same sum as all the other counsel. 


(da) That Krupp's counsel should not receive any- 
thing and denied his application to sit in court. 
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PARAGRAPH 6 = APPLICATIONS 


Captain Fisher reported on application by the Attorney for 
Gustav Krupp von Bohlen requesting that they be permitted to continue 
to attend the trial because the charges against Krupp von Bohlen had 
not been dropped but merely postponed. 


The meeting: Agreed to deny this request. 


Application for documents and witnesses reported by Captain Fisher 
dealt with as follows: 


SCHACHT 
Request for witness Kretz Schmann 
Request for witness General Thomas Granted 
Request for witness Dr. Jeidels Dehied 


SAUCKEL 
Request for witness Fischer Granted 
Request for witness Otto Demme Denied 
Request for witness Frau Sauckel Granted 
Request for witness General Beckurtz Granted 
Request for witness Counsellor Hildebrandt Granted 
Request for witness Counsellor Kaestner Denied 
Request for witness Counsellor Letsch Denied 


ROSENBERG 
Request for letter to Hitler on his 
resignation as editor of Voelk Beobachter Granted 


SPEER 
Request for four documents in Dustbin Granted 


VON RIBBENTROP 
Request for witnesses Brenner and Granted as 
von Sonnleiter but not to 
Request for Geoffrey Dawson Denied 
Request for witness Lord Dawson of Penn Denied 
Request for witness Lord Derby Denied 
Request for witnesses Lord Vansittart, Ribbentrop should 
Lord Beaverbrook, Lord Kelmsly and specify in more detail 
Lord Londonderry. the testimony believed 
the witnesses would give 
and reasons why it would 
be relevant. 


KEL TEL 
Request witness Jodl Granted 


FRANK 

Request witness Josef Buehler Granted 

Request witness Dr. von Craushaar Denied 

Request witness Dr. von Burgedorff Denied 

Request witness Dr. Meidinger Denied 

Request witness Miss Lelen Kraffczyk, Granted 

Request Archbishop Sapieha Denied 

Request witness Professor Mlynarskyi Granted 

Request f witness N. Naumann Granted 

Request witness Dr. Lammers Granted 

Request witness Gnauck Required to furnish 
more information as to 
occupation and official 
status. 
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FUNK 


Request 


VON SHIRACH 
Request 


SAUCKEL 
Request 
Request 
Request 
Request 
Request 


Request 
Request 
Request 
Request 
request 


witness 


witness 


witness 
witness 
witness 
witness 
witness 


witness 
witness 
witness 
witness 
witness 


Dr. Lammers 


Gustav Hopken 


Dr. Didier 
Landrat Berk 
Karl Goetz 
Dre Timm 

Dr. Geissler 


General Pemsel 
General Gehlen 
General Schoch 


g 


) 
) 
) 


Colonel von Freyend) 
General von Buttlar- 


Brandenfeis 


) 
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Granted 


Granted 


Denied 
Granted 
Denied 
Granted 
Granted 


Consideration 
postponed. 
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Palace of Justice , 
Nurnberg, Germany. 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Executive Session 


November 19, 1%5 4:00 P.M. 
Lord Justice Lawrence , Chairman 


Present; All Members of the Tribunal and their alternates. 


There was a discussion of the procedure for the opening of 
the trial. 


The meeting; 
Agreed that the indictment should be read in full. 


Colonel Storey was invited to the meeting to express the views 
of the Chief Frosecutors with reference to the manner in which the 
indictment should be read. 


Colonel Storey stated that the prosecution and defense counsel 
had entered into a stipulation agreeing that only portions of the in- 
dictment should be read but he was informed that the Tribunal for 
several -reasons had agreed that the indictment be read in full. 


The meeting; 


Agreed that the indictment should be read by Members of the 
four prosecuting staffs designated by the Tribunal and that Colonel 
Storey should consult the Chief Prosecutors and suggest the names of 
qualified persons. 


Colonel Storey withdrew. 


Mr. de Vabres suggested that the convening of the sessions of 
the Tribunal should be announced in order that the audience might come 
to order before the arrival of the Judges. 


The meeting; 


Agreed that at the opening session the announcement should be 
as follows: "Attention, the Members of the International Military 
Tribunal ," and thereafter "Attention, The Tribunal," and that the 
announcement should be made by a person designated by the General 


Secretary. 


Lord Justice Lawrence stated that Major Neave had recommended 
as counsel for Bormann, Dr, Frederich Bergold, who was not a Nazi. 
The meeting agreed that Dr. Bergold should be appointed counsel for 
Bormann. 


The Executive Session adjourned at 5:00 P. U. and an Adminis- 


trative Session immediately convened with Lord Justice Lawrence 
remaining in the Chair, 


Administrative Session 


On motion of Mr. Biddle, the meeting agreed that petitions filed 
by defense counsel should immediately be sent to the press room and that 
a similar procedure should be followed with respect to orders of the 
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Tribunal, but that the General Secretary is under duty to call to the 
attention of the Tribunal any petition which he deems adviable before re- 
leasing it to the press. 


The Tribunal authorized Lord Justice Lawrence to sign formal orders 
reflecting the decisions of the Tribunal, 


Major Neave recommended to the Tribunal the names of two a torneys, 
Dr. Georg Boehm and Dr. Ludwig Babel to represent members of the SA and 
SS, respectively. 


The meeting; 


Agreed that these two lawyers should be appointed and that appli- 
cation for members cf the SA and SS should be referred to then. 


The Chief rrosecutor asked permission to make a statement to the 
Tribunal. 


All but the Members, their alternates, the Chief Prosecutors and 
interpreters withdrew. 


Generel Mitchell submitted the report of the doctors designated 
to examine Streicher. The Tribunal noted aporoval of the report and 


theGeneral Secretary was—instriueted—to—informStreichers—comrstt or 
the-result_of the examination. WEIN 


The meeting; 


Agreed that any action with regard to the examination of Hess 
should await a full report from all of the doctors engaged in the 
examination of him, 


The meeting adjourned at 6:15 P.M. 
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Palace of Justice, 
Nurnberg, Germany 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Executive Session 


November ly, 1945 10; 


Lord Justice Lawrence , Chairman 


Present; All Members of the Tribunal and their alternates. 


Lord Justice Lawrence stated that the opening statement for the 
trial had been prepared and translated into French and Russian, and 
that typed copies would be available shortly. 


it was agreed that the Secretaries should take the oath of office 
prior to consideration of the opening statement. 


Lord Justice Lawrence administered the oath of office to General 
Mitchell, Mr. Willey, Mr. McIlwraith , Captain Kolomatsky and Ir. Martin, 
each Secretary repeating the oath in his respective language, 


"I do solemnly swear that I will perform my duties 
as Secretary to the Tribunal according to the best of 
my ability and skill, and that I will faithfully keep 
secret all matters which may come to my knowledge in 
the course of my duties which are not expressly ordered 
to be made public by the Tribunal." 


General Nikitchenko stated that he had been notified by Colonel 
Pocrovsky , an associate to the Soviet Chief Prosecutor, that the Chief 
Prosecutor, General Rudenko , is ill and because of that he would not 
be here for the opening of the trial on November 20th. He stated that 
Colonel Pocrovsky had informed all of the Chief Frosecutors and had 
raised the question that the trial be postponed for about twelve days 
since he had no authority to act for the Chief Prosecutor at the trial. 
General Nikitchenko said he did not know what the attitude of the Chief 
Prosecutorgwas but that he considered it necessary to inform the Tribunal 
in order to ask the opinion of the Chief Prosecutors and to discuss the 
question of postponement with them. 


At the suggestion of Mr. Biddle. it was agreed that the motion 
should be discussed only within the Tribunal and that everybody should 
retire except the Members, the alternate Members, and the interpreters, 


All withdrew from the Conference Room except the Members, their 
alternates, and the interpreters. 


The Executive Session adjourned at 12:50 P.M. 
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Palace of Justice, 
Nurnberg , Germany. 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Administrative Session 


November 17, 1945 2:00 P. M. 
General Nikitchenko , Chairman 


Present; All Members of the Tribunal and their alternates. 


Agenda; Reading of the indictment; method of hearing pleas; 
appointment of a Marshal; statement by the President; swearing in "of 
the Secretaries; approval of the procedure for processing apolications; 
oaths of witnesses; payment of compensation to counsel; approval of a 
form of application to be used by Members of alleged criminal organiza- 
tions. 


Mir. Justice Birkett recalled a matter not on the agenda, the 
report of Major Neave. Major Neave referred to a report which he had 
distributed indicating that there are eight Nazis among the lawyers 
representing the individual defendants. 


The question of the propriety of permitting Nazi lawyers to appear 
as counsel was discussed and Lord Justice Lawrence, Mr, Justice Birkett 
he. de Va abres , Judge Parker, and lr. Biddle expressed the view that under 
Article 25 it could not be prevented. 


General Nikitchenko requested Major Neave to inquire and report 
. + . X ⸗ . . 
as to whether the eight Nazi lawyers had been readmitted to practice be’ = 
fore German Courts. 


The Administrative Session adjourned at 2:55 F.M. to attend the 
Public Session. 


The Administrative Session was resumed at 5;15 P.M, 
The meeting; 


Agreed to the proposal of Mr. Justice Birkett that a draft of the 
President's remarks at the opening of the trial should be prepared over 
Sunday and submitted to the Members’for consideration on Monday. 


Major Neave reported that he had made investigation concerning the 
eight Nazi lawyers appearing for the defendants and that all had applied 
to be admitted to practice in Military Government Courts. He stated that 
three had been admitted and that as to the other five there had been no 
decision, The three admitted being, Dr. Laternser, Dr. Klefisch and Dr, 
Kauffmann, 


The meeting; 


Agreed that Major Neave should continue his investigation into the 
status of defense counsel. 


In answer to a question by Major Neave Mr. Biddle suggested that 
counsel who are to be interrogated for the purpose of selecting an attorney 
for Bormann be advised that they will be expected to begin work immediately, 
that there will be no delay unless ordered by the Court, that they will be 
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paid the same fee as other appointed counsel, and that they be informed 
that it is their professional duty to accept an appointment by the 
Tribunal. Lord Justice Lawrence added th-t they be informed that in 
view of the fact that the prosecution will take some considerable time 
to bring their case before the Court, they will not be heard for a very 
considerable time. 


Major Neave stated that a number of counsel had inquired whether 
their associates might represent them in open Court when it was desirable 
for them to be absent for the purpose of carrying on their practice in 
their respective cities. 


The meeting; 


Agreed that counsel should be informed that the Tribunal will expect + 
that each counsel will regard his duty to the International Military Tribunal 
as of the first and most pressing importance and, therefore, that any appli- 
cation to be absent and represented by some other counsel must be made to 
the Court and must be based on strong grounds before it is granted, and that 
without the permission of the Tribunal, they are not entitled to leave the 
sessions of the Court. 


The meeting; 
Agreed that the request of Dr. Dix that his associate, Dr. Krauss 


be permitted to sit in that portion of the Court Room reserved for the 
public be granted. 


Ün motion of Mr. Biddle, seconded by Lord Justice Lawrence, Lte 
Herbert C. Dunkee and Lt. Lawrence L. Alden, the two officers in charge 
of the Court Room, were appointed Marshals of the Court. 


The meeting; 


Agreed that it would not be expedient to appoint representatives from 
the other delegations to serve as additional Marshals. 


Captain Fisher reported that an application for leave to be heard 
had been received from a group of SS men imprisoned at Dachau. 


The meeting; 


Agreed that counsel should be appointed to represent Members of the 
SA and SS and that such counsel should have the right to address the Tribunal 
respecting applications received from Members of thos organizations, and that 
Major Neave be directed to select those counsel. 


The question of an advance payment of compensation to counsel was 
discussed and Mr. Biddle suggested a payment of 2.000 Marks to each lawyer 
with the exception of those representing Krupp. General Nikitchenko 
suggested that counsel should also be excepted who have a special agreement 
with the defendants, 


The meeting; 


Agreed that Major Neave should submit a list of counsel to whom 
payment should be made bearing in mind counsel appearing for several 
defendants and those having associates. 


The several secretaries were directed to appear at the meeting 
tomorrow at 10;00 o'clock for the purpose of taking an oath, the text of 
which was agreed upon following the submission of a draft by Mr. Justice 
Birkett, 


Mr. Biddle moved the approval of the forms of the oath to be ad- 
ministered to witnesses which had been submitted by the American, British 
and French delegations and also the approval of such form as the Soviet 
Delegation should submit, and it was suggested that copies of the various 
oaths be distributed to the secretaries. 
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Mr, Justice Birkett suggested that a form of affirmation should 
also be available. 


The meeting; 


Agreed that each witness should be asked to swear his national 
oath in the form in which it is or was established in his country or in 
case of objection on religious grounds to make affirmation in the form 
accept able to the Tribunal. 


The question as to who would administer the oath was not definitely 
agreed upon although ir. Biddle expressed accord with the suggestion of 
General Nikitchenko tnat it should be done by the i resident. 


The meeting; 


Agreed that the rresident shovld ask the defendants whether they 
plead guilty or not guilty. 


The meeting; 


Agreed upon the wording of the formal order to be entered in the 
matter of the application of Gustav Krupp. 


Mr. Biddle suggested that the agenda for the next Organizational 
Session should include; the procedure for handling applications; publicity; 
and the President's statement; and that applications from defendants should 
be considered in an Executive Session, 


The Generel Secretary reported thet counsel for Doenitz had submitted 
the interrogation to be put to Lt. Eck, whose execution had been stayed by 
the Rhine Army. 


Mr, Biddle and Judge Parker agreed with General Nikitchenko that the 
list of interrogations should be submitted to the prosecution before being 
forwarded for submission to Lt. Eck. 


The Administrative Session adjourned at 6:00 P.M. 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg, Germany. 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 


Executive Session 


November 17 , 1945 11:00 A.M. 


Lord Justice Lawrence , Chairman 


Present; All Members of the Tribunal and their alternates. 


Lord Justice Lawrence stated that two of the three items on the 
prepared agenda having been disposed of, i.e., the Streicher and Bormann 
matters, the opinion on the Alfried Krupp matter remained to be decided. 


The meeting; 


Agreed that Major Neave should select counsel for Bormann and ree 
port on the person selected at 2;00 P.M. today. 


The grounds on which the decision in the Alfried Krupp matter should 
be based were discussed at length. 


Judge Parker proposed that a vote be taken on whether to adopt the 
American or French text of the opinion. 


General Nikitchenko stated that if he were required to vote on 
whether to adopt the wording of the French text or that of the American 
text he would have to reject both. 


ly. Biddle then proposed that the order rejecting the motion read 
as follows; 


"The motion to amend the indictment to add the name 
of Alfried Krupp as a defendant is denied." 


Lord Justice Lawrence inquired whether in view of the arguments put 
forward by General Nikitchenko any Member desired to reconsider the question. 


Mr. Biddle, Mr. de Vabres and Lord Justice Lawrence agreed that they 
would not be willing to reconsider. 


le. Justice Birkett suggested that the order proposed by Mr. Biddle 
be amended to read as follows; 


"The motion to amend the indictment by adding the name of Alfried 
Krupp has been considered in all its aspects by the Tribunal, and the appli- 
cation is rejected." 


Mr. Biddle accepted the amendment and it was agreed that the order 
should be announced in that form. 


Mr. Biddle proposed that the decision be announced in open Court at 
5:00 o'clock today. A vote was taken on this proposal and it was carried 
three to one, Mr. de Vabres, Mr. Biddle and Lord Justice Lawrence voting in 
favor of the proposal and General Nikitchenko against. 


General Nikitchenko inquired whether it would be announced in open 
Court that the decision was three to one. He stated that he would not in- 
sist on announcing the separate opinion of his delegation in this case. 


The question as to whether dissents should be announced to the public 
was discussed briefly but not determined. 


The Executive Session adjourned at 1;15 P.M, 
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Palace of Justice, 
Nurnberg, Germany. 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Executive Session 


November 16, 1945 2:15 P.M. 


Lord Justice Lawrence, Chairman 


Present: All Members of the Tribunal and their 
alternates with the exception of General Nikitchenko. 


Lord Justice Lawrence said: 


"The subject which we postponed to this afternoon 
at 2:00 o'clock, in the hope that General Nikitchenko might 
be here to discuss the matter with us and decide it, is the 
question of the judgment of the Tribunal upon the motion 
that Alfried Krupp should be either substituted for or added 
to the present indictment; or that a new indictment should 
be filed against Alfried Krupp and amalgamated or consolidated 
and heard with the present indictment." 


The General Secretary submitted a written motion, on 
behalf of the Committee of Chief Prosecutors, that the indict- 
ment be amended by adding the name of Alfried Krupp as a de- 
fendant. 


Lord Justice Lawrence invited each Member and alternate 
to express his view as to what judgment the Tribunal should 
pronounce upon this motion. 


Mr. Volchkov requested that consideration be postponed 
until the document was translated into Russian and suggested a 
discussion of a written application by the Chief Prosecutor of 
the Soviet Union requesting that Streicher be subjected to a 
psychiatric examination. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that the discussion of the Alfried Krupp matter 
should not be interrupted but that a vote on the motion should 
not be taken until Mr. Volchkov received a translation. 


Each Member and alternate expressed his opinion on the 
motion to amend the indictment. 


In response to the invitation of Lord Justice Lawrence, 
Mr. de Vabres proposed that the motion to amend be rejected. 


Mr. Volchkov proposed that further argument be heard from 
the Chief Prosecutors on the motion to amend. 


Mr. de Vabres, Mr. Biddle and Lord Justice Lawrence voted 
against the proposal of Mr. Volchkov. 
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Mr. Volchkov suggested that a vote should be taken by 
the Members separated from their alternates. 


Lord Justice Lawrence called attention to Article 2 
of the Charter providing that "The alternates shall, so far 
as they are able, be present at all sessions of the Tribunal." 
He stated that an Executive Session in the conference room was 
a session of the Tribunal and, therefore, the alternates must 
be present. In this he was supported by Mr. Biddle. 


Colonel Storey appeared at the invitation of the Tribunal 
to answer questions put to the Chief Prosecutors relative to the 
appointment of counsel to represent Members of alleged criminal 
organizations. 


He stated that the Chief Prosecutors believed that the 
criminal organizations should have counsel to represent them and 
that with reference to the actual appointment of counsel they 
recommended that, when possible, attorneys now appointed and ap- 
pearing for some of the defendants included in those organizations 
might represent the organizations, thus avoiding the naming of 
additional counsel. 


In answer to a question by Mr. Justice Birkett, Colonel 
Storey said that the Chief Prosecutors considered that there was 
a defendant in Court to represent or who would be a part of each 
organization. 


He stated that he considered there would be no objection 
to say to counsel representing certain individuals that the 
Tribunal would also expect from them a defense of the organiza- 
tion. 


In answer to a question by Mr-Biddle , Colonel Storey 
said that, when possible, the Prosecution would act jointly in 
submitting applications to the Tribunal. 


In answer to an inquiry by Mr. Volchkov, Colonel Storey 
explained that when action on a certain matter by the Chief 
Prosecutors is desired, a notice is sent to each of the Chief 
Prosecutors saying that if no objection is filed by a certain 
time then the opinion given will be considered that of the four 
prosecutors. 


Colonel Storey withdrew. 


The vote on the proposal of Mr. Volchkov that the 
Tribunal should have further argument on the motion with refer- 
ence to Alfried Krupp was resumed and Mr. Volchkov voted in 
favor of his proposal. 


Lord Justice Lawrence announced the vote as three to one 
against Mr. Volchkov's proposal. 


Mr. Volchkov proposed that a vote should not be taken 
on the question of amending the indictment until tomorrow. 


Mr. de Vabres, Mr. Biddle and Lord Justice Lawrence 
agreed that a vote should be taken without further delay. 


Upon the question of whether to reject or grant the 
motion of the Chief Prosecutors for an amendment, Mr. de Vabres, 
Mr. Biddle and Lord Justice Lawrence voted to reject, and Mr. 
Volchkov voted to grant. 
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Lord Justice Lawrence announced the vote as three to one to reject 
the motion of the Chief Prosecutors. 


it was suggested and agreed that the reasons to be stated for re- 
jecting the motion should be considered tomorrow. 


Mr. Biddle suggested that business for consideration on the agenda 
tomorrow would be the Streicher and Bormann matters and the Alfried Krupp 
Opinion in an Executive Session. 


Administrative matters still to be determined would incluae reading 
or the indictment, method of hearing pleas, appointment of a Marshal, 
statement of the President at the opening of the triel, swearing in of 
the Secretaries, approval ot procedure for processing applications by 
defense counsel, oaths of witnesses, approval of the form of applications 
for persons asking to be heard with regard to the criminal organizations, 
payments to counsel, publicity, report an the notice to organizations, and 
approval of the minutes. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that the General Secretary, on behalf of the Tribunal, should 
direct the French, Russian and American doctors present in Nurnberg to 
conduct an examination of Streicher immediately, and that directions te 
the doctors, Dr. Jean Delay, Protessor Eugene Krasnushkin and Colonel 
Paul L. Schroeder should be given as follows: 


l. Is he sane or insane? 


2. Is he fit to appear before the Tribunal 
and present his defense? 


3. It he is insane, was he for that reason 
incapable of understanding the nature 
and quality of his acts during the period 
of time covered by the indictment? 


the Executive Session adjourned at 6:20 P.M. 
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Palace of Justice, 
Nurnberg, Germany. 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Administrative Session 


November 16, 1945 12:40 P.M. 


Mr. Volchkov, Chairman 


Present; All Members of the Tribunal and their 
alternates with the exception of General Nikitchenko.s 


Mr. Volchkov stated thet he was of the opinion that 
the Rules in Russian and French were now ready. 


The meeting: 


Agreed, on motion of Mr. Biddle, that the Russian and 
French texts be accepted and that along with the English 
text be approved as the Rules of the Tribunal. 


Consideration was given to the Russian draft of the 
proposed order es to publication. Final approval of the 
text was postponed until a translation of the Russian text 
could be made. 


The Administrative Session was adjourned at 1:10 P.M. 
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Palace of Justice, 
Nurnberg, Germany. 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Executive Session 


November 16, 1945 10:30 A.M. 


Lord Justice Lawrence, Chairman 


Present: All Members of the Tribunal and their 
alternates with the exception of General Nikitchenko. 


Lord Justice Lawrence stated that the first business 
on the agenda for determination was the Alfried Krupp matter. 


Mr. Volchkov requested that consideration of this 
question be deferred until the afternoon session in view of 
the fact that he was expecting the momentary arrival of 
General Nikitchenko. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that a determination of the Alfried Krupp 
matter should not be deferred after 2:00 P.M. today. 


Agreed that the Chief Prosecutors should be notified 
that the Tribunal will sit at 10;00 A.M. tomorrow in Public 
Session to consider the question whether the defendant 
Bormann shall be tried in absentia and it is requested that 
the Chief Prosecutor be present to express their views upon 
the question. 


General Mitchell reported that there were no appli- 
cations ready for consideration. 


Judge Parker stressed the importance of the question 
of appointing counsel to represent Members of the alleged 
Criminal organizations and suggested that counsel should be 
appointed at once, and that at the Public Session tomorrow 
it might be wise to seek the opinion of the Prosecutors and 
defense counsel. 


After full discussion, the meeting: 


Agreed that the Chief Prosecutors be invited to advise 
the Tribunal this afternoon of their views on the following 
questions: 


l. Is it necessary or desirable that the Tribunal 
designate counsel to represent the interests of the 
accused organizations, or any of them? 


2e To what extent may it be assumed that the interests 
of the accused organizations are adequately represented by 
the individual defendants before the Tribunal and their 
counsel? 
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Captain Fisher was requested to inform the Tribunal 
what applications so far have been received from Members of 
organizations which the prosecution have asked be declared 
criminal organizations. 


He stated that of the applications received and re- 
viewed to date there were twelve from members of the SA; 
one from an attorney representing two members of the 
Allgemein SS; and one from a man who wished to be heard on 
behalf of the Political Leadership Corps. 


The Tribunal adjourned its Executive Session at 12:40 
P. M. and immediately reconvened in Administrative Session. 
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Palace of Justice, 
Nurnberg, Germany. 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Administrative Session 


November 15, 1945 5:40 P. M. 


Honorable Francis Biddle, Chairman 


Present: All Members of the Tribunal and their 
alternates were present with the exception of General 
Nikitchenko. 


The General Secretary was asked to make a report on 
the procedure proposed to be followed in dealing with appli- 
cations for witnesses and documents made by defendants. 


The proposal, "That if the document is in the defense 
counsel information center, counsel should apply there rather 
than to the Tribunal" was approved.s Since other proposals 
appeared to be in conflict with the Rules however, it was 
agreed that further consideration of this matter should be 
taken up when General Nikitchenko is present. 


Mr. Biddle asked the views of the Members with respect 


to the Minute on Publicity, copies of which he had distributed. 
The minute was approved in principle with the understending 
that the exact wording would be agreed upon after General 
Nikitchenko arrived. 


Mr. Biddle suggested the agenda for tomorrow, the matters 
to be considered at two meetings. An Executive Session to de- 
cide on questions of law concerning Alfried Krupp and Bormann, 
and applications by defendants. The other meeting to deal with 
administrative matters, 1. e., publicity; swearing in of the 
secretaries; the approval of the Russian and French texts of 
the Rules; the approval of the order of the trial such as the 
Opening statement by the President; the method of taking pleas 
from the defendants; the order in which pleas should be taken; 
the method of reading the indictment in case the defendants do 
not agree to dispense with it. 


The question of reading the indictment was discussed and 
it was agreed that the General Secretary consult the prosecutors 
as to their views and inform the Tribunal. 


A request to make a motion picture, with sound recording, 
of the Tribunal in Executive Session some time before the trial 
starts was refused. 


The General Secretary was authorized to announce that the 
usual hours for the sessions of the Court would be from 10:00 A.M. 
to 12:30 P.M. and 2:00 P.M. to 4:30 P.M., but that these hours 
might not apply the first day. 


The meeting adjourned at 6:30 P.M. 
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Palace of Justice, 
Nurnberg, Germany. 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Executive Session 


November 15, 1945 5:45 P.M. 
Lord Justice Lawrence, Chairman 


Present: All Members of the Tribunal and their alter- 
nates with the exception of General Nikitchenko. 


The meeting: 


Agreed to discuss, without deciding, the matter of 
Alfried Krupp. Mr. Biddle reviewed the particulars relative 
to the postponement of the trial as to Gustav Krupp and the 
oral motion of Mr. Justice Jackson for an amendment to the 
indictment by adding Alfried Krupp as a defendant. The points 
at issue were stated and each of the Judges exchanged their 
views. 


Applications reported by Captain Fisher were dealt with 
as follows; 


HESS 
Letter to Hitler left behind ) 
on flight to England ) 
Examination of Goering as witness ) 
Report of Foreign Secretary Eden ) 


SPEER 
Request for witness von Poser Granted 


VON RIBBENTROP 
Request for witness Gauss Granted 


SAUCKEL 
Request for witness Peuckert 
Request for witness Dr. Stothfang ) Granted 
Request for witness Dr. Beisickel ) 


FRICK 
Request for copy of “Inside Europe 
by John Gunther Granted 


KEITEL 
Request for collection of documents 
of German High Command from 1939 
on dealing with War Crimes Granted 


SPEER 
Request for four documents known 
to be at Camp Dustbin USFET Granted 


WAGNER 
Request to submit papers to 
attorney for defendant Jodl ranted 
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The meeting: 


Agreed that as to the reported applications from 
Members of alleged criminal organizations, consideration 
should be deferred until a number of similar applications, 
in the process of being translated, were ready for consider- 
ation. 


Captain Fisher, on behalf of Major Neave, called the 
Tribunal's attention to a request by Dr. Dix that Dr. Kraus 
be permitted to attend Court sessions with him so that in the 
event Dix had to withdraw Kraus could carry one 


The meeting: 


Agreed that Dix be informed of the Tribunal's decision 
that only one counsel for each defendant might have a seat in 
the Court Room, and that Dr. Dix be requested to remain in 
Nurnberg until further information on defense counsel was avail- 
able. 


The meeting; 


Agreed that the prosecutors should be advised informally 
that it was the desire of the Tribunal that more matters should 
come up as a unit, through a Committee, rather than individually, 
and that each Member should take up this question with his indi- 
vidual prosecutor. 


The Executive Session was adjourned at 5:40 P.M. and the 
Tribunal reconvened in Administrative Session. 
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‘Palace of Justice, 
Nurnberg, Germany. 
INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Executive Session 


November 15, 1945 11:15 A.M. 


Lord Justice Lawrence, Chairman 


Present: All Members of the Tribunal and their alter- 
nates with the exception of General Nikitchenko. 


Colonel Dostert was present to answer questions and 
profer information concerning the operation of the interpreting 
equipment. He was asked whether conversations between the Judges 
while on the bench could be kept off the air and stated that he 
would try to provide some remedial device. Mr. Biddle explained 
the function of the bench interpreters in answer to a question 
by Mr. Volchkov. Mr. Volchkov asked if it were possible to have 
special mechanical equipment installed for the purpose of conver- 
sation between the Judges and Colonel Dostert said he would speak 
to the technicians, but emphasized the complication of such a 
system because of the extra equipment which would be necessary. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that Colonel Dostert be requested to consider 
whether some simple device could be developed to function in 
lieu of bench interpreters. 


Mr. Volchkov inquired as to the manner in which the 
Judges could notify the interpreters that the translations 
were not coming through and Colonel Dostert recommended that 
four microphones, instead of one, be placed on the bench in 
order that each one of the Judges could speak to the interpreters. 


Mr. Justice Birkett inquired about the use of the in- 
terpreting machinery for executive meetings and Colonel Dostert 
said that he thought its use at such meetings was feasible. All 
agreed that it should be tried out. 


Colonel Dostert withdrew. 


Lord Justice Lawrence read the draft opinion on the 
Gustav Krupp applicaticn, which was to be rendered at the after- 
noon session. 


The meeting: 


Agreed upon an amendment of the opinion which would elin- 
inate mention of the name of Alfried Krupp von Bohlen, 


Captain Fisher was requested to report on applications. 
The first application to be considered was one by Doenitz for a 
rule that no more interrogations as to him take place unless his 
counsel is present. 
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The meeting: 


Agreed, there being no objection by the prosecutors, 
that this particular application by Doenitz should be granted 
and notice posted on the defense counsel's bulletin board. 
Further consideration of the question of the principle involved 
was postponed to a later date. 


The Executive Session adjourned at 1:00 P.M. 
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Palace of Justice 
Nuremberg, Germany 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Organizational Meeting 


November 14, 1945 2:00 Pe Me 


Lord Justice Lawrence, Chairman 


All of the Members and their Alternates were present, with the 
exception of General Nikitchenko. 


Lord Justice Lawrence announced the agenda as follows: (1) status 
of Alternates, (2) decision on the Krupp application, (3) the statement 
of the President at the meeting with defense counsel, (l) new applications. 


le Judge Parker stated that the difference in the chairs at the 
trial provided for the Members and Alternates had raised in his mind the 
question of the position of the Alternates. He pointed out that the 
Alternates were bound to be present and might serve and therefore had 
a responsibility for the action of the Tribunal, though they do not 
vote unless the Member is absent. He thought they should be entitled 
to ask questions and to express opinions before votes were takene Mre 
Justice Birkett agreed in general but pointed out that if the Alternates 
asked questions in court their position would differ little from that 
of the Members in the public's estimations Messrs, Volchkov and Falco 
also expressed general agreement with Judge Parker», Mre Biddle agreed 
but thought it desirable that each Alternate consult the Member from 
his country before stating an opinion in order to avoid, if possible, 
a division within the national representatione Me de Vabres agreed. 
Lord Justice Lawrence stated in his opinion the chairs in court should 
be the same for Members and Alternates. He did not think the respon- 
sibility of the Alternates was precisely equal to that of the Members 
because they did not votee He also urged that both Members and Alter- 
nates should exercise restraint in asking questions and thought that 
in open court the opinion should be asked only of the Members on the 
assumption that each would consult with his Alternate before expressing 
an opinione In private sessions, however, the opinion of both Members 
and Alternates should be asked. Judge Parker expressed the opinion that 
in open court questions should generally be asked by the President and 
Mre Biddle thought that in general Alternates should consult with the 
Member before asking a question in open courte Lord Justice Lawrence 
stated that he thought this discussion had been useful in clarifying 
the position of the Alternates. 


2e The Tribunal considered informally the opinion on the Krupp 
application and there was general agreement that the medical report 
should be accepted, that Gustav Krupp should not be tried in absentia 
but that he should continue on the indictment with the possibility of 
trial should he recover. Certain of the Members characterized the 
idea of substituting Alfried Krupp for his father as "shocking." The 
Opinion was also expressed that doubt existed as to the right of the 
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prosecution to add names to the indictment and as to the amount of 
delay which such an addition, if possible, would entail. It was 
pointed out that Article 1 of the Charter provided that the prose- 
cutors as a committee could "settle the final designation of major 

war criminals to be tried by the Tribunal” and that Rule 3 contemplated 
amendments to the indictment before trial, but it was not certain 
whether the application for Alfried Krupp had been made by the prose- 
cutors acting as a committee nor was it certain that the Tribunal 
lacked power to refuse an amendment to the indictment. 


There was also a discussion as to whether the Tribunal was com= 
petent to order the continued detention of Gustav Krupp because this 
was a matter within the power of the occupying forces. <A majority 
of the Members finally agreed that it would be better to accept the 
wording proposed by Mre Biddle stating that the charges against Gustav 
Krupp should be retained for trial hereafter if his physical condition 
should at any time permite It was pointed out that the question of 
adding Alfried Krupp involved postponement of the trial and therefore 
had a relationship to the application by Streicher to be heard on the 
15th. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that Lord Justice Lawrence should draft an 
order preceded by a brief opinion stating these general conclusions. 
Mre Biddle expressed the opinion that orders or opinions should in 
general be drafted by the President upon instruction of the Tribunal 
without the need of reference back, but Lord Justice Lawrence stated 
that he would like to submit his drafts to his colleagues if possibles 
He said he would have a draft ready to be submitted at the meeting 
immediately aftsr the 10:00 o'clock meeting with the defendants’ 
counsel tomorrow and that this order should be announced at the public 
hearing on the Streicher application at 2:00 in the afternoons 


Mre Barton of the British Secretariat stated that he had been 
asked by Major Neave to inform the Tribunal that two of the lawyers 
being held in reserve, Grumbi and Valk, were anxious to return to 
Berlin and the meeting agreed that they should be permittad to goe 


Že Lord Justice Lawrence read the statement which he proposed 
to make at the meeting with defendants tomorrow at 10:00., A number 
of the Members made suggestions as to the content and the meeting 
agreed that Lord Justice Lawrence should prepare his statement on 
the basis of this discussion without further submission of the text 
and present it orally at the public sessions 


he Captain Fisher cee ener from a number of defendants 
and a cable from the British military authorities in control of 
Lieutenant Eck opposing postponement of his execution on humanitarian 
and public opinion grounds and expressing the opinion that his evidence 
would not be important in the triale The meeting discussed this cable 
with special reference to pages 3h and 11 of the indictment, which 
indicated that his testimony might be important for defendant Doenitz. 


The meetings 


Agreed, at the suggestion of Me de Vabres, that the 
procedure contemplated by Article 17(e) of the Charter be adopted and 
that a commission be appointed, possibly from the British Judge 
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Advocate General, at the tribunal which had condemned Lieutenant Eck, 
‘and that Doenitz' counsel be notified in order that he might send 
written instructions for interrogating the witness, the prosecution 
being also notified and permitted to arrange for cross-examination 
of the witness if they wished. The General Secretary should be 
directed to request the Commander of the British zone to arrange for 
this commission and to stay execution until it had carried out its 
functionse 


Captain J’isher submitted a list of applications from 12 defendants, 
saying that all but three had been accepted by the prosecution. 


The meetings 


Agreed that the application by Rosenberg for a 
witness to testify on Soviet deportations in Latvia be rejected and 
that the General Secretary be directed to inform Rosenberg's counsel 
of this decision in writing without giving reasons. 


Agreed that Goering's request for a personal inter- 
preter at the trial be rejected. 


The remaining applications objected to by the prosecution con- 
cerned members of the SeA. who sought to excuse themselves for member- 
ship in this organization rather than to defəndigg the organizatione 
This was thought to involve considerable discussion and was postponed. 


It was pointed out that the prosecution had not objected to the 
application of Hess for examination by experts from the Universities of 
Zurich and Lausanne because this had already been rejected by the Tribunal 
in view of the appointment by the latter of a medical commissione Con- 
sideration of the remaining applications was postponede 


The meeting adjourned at 7:00 peme 
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Palace of Justice 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Organizational Meeting 


November 15, 1945 4:30 P.M. 


Honorable Francis Biddle, Chairman 


Present: Judges Biddle, Parker, de Vabres, Falco 
and Volchkov. 


The General Secretary advised that he had informed 
Colonel Storey thet the Tribunal was considering the question 
of appointing counsel for members of defendant organizations 
and reported that as fer as the American prosecutor was con- 
cerned there was no objection to the appointment of such 
counsel, but the advisability of appointing lawyers to serve 
who were already here was suggested. 


Sir David Maxwell-Fife appeared before the Tribunal 
anā explained the form of the application which had been 


recommended be used by individual members of the defendant 
organizations. He suggested that the Tribunal might wish to 


consider the practicability of assigning to the particular 
lawyer now defending a member of a designated organization 
the defense of all those members of that organization who 
desire to be heard upon the issue of the criminal character 
of the organization. 


Mr. Biddle referred to a memorandum from the British 
Secretary, stating that General Montgomery was opposed to a 
further delay of the execution of Lieutenant Eck. He sug~ 
gested, however, that consideration of this matter should 
await the arrival of the British members. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that the German lawyers, Drs. Brumby and Falck, 
who had been requested to remain in Nurnberg, might return to Berlin 
providing Mr. Volchkov, who had been called from the meeting, 
was consulted and offered no objection. 


In view of the fact that the British members were unable 
to be present at the meeting today, Mr. Biddle invited them and 
all of the members present to gather at his residence this even- 
ing for an informal discussion. 


The question of the reading of the indictment was dis- 
cussed, and it was suggested that consideration should be given 
to the possibility that the defense might waive this formality. 


The meeting adjourned at 5:50. 
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Palace of Justice 
Nurnberg, Germany 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Organizational Meeting 
November 13, 1945 10:00 A. M. 


M. de Vabres, Chairman 


Present: Judges Biddle, Parker, de Vabres, Falco 
and Volchkov. 


M. de Vabres mentioned the matter of approving the 
minutes but since neither the French nor the Russian texts 
were ready, it was deemed advisable that this matter be de- 
ferred until each delegation had its minutes in proper form. 
Mr. Biddle suggested the desirability of having a steno- 
grapher from each delegation present at the meeting for the 
purpose of recording the minutes, thus avoiding the delay 
incident to translation. 


Major Neave, reporting on the status of defense 
counsel, stated that certain inaccuracies appeared on the 


list of counsel which hed been distributed and that he was 
having a revised list prepared. He stated that Dr. Laternser, 
counsel for Seyss-Inquart, had agreed to serve on a voluntary 
basis and, therefore, it was not necessary that the Tribunal 
consider the question of appointing him. 


Mr. Volehkov inquired regarding the number of Nazi 
lawyers on the list and Major Neave stated that he was having 
an investigation made with reference to the party affiliation 
of defense counsel and would be able to render a report in 
that regard in the near future. 


Mr. Biddle suggested that a matter for consideration 
was whether the Tribunal should appoint lawyers to represent 
members of the defendant organizations, but that he was not 
urging a full discussion at this meeting. He expressed the 
view that it would be desirable to hear from the prosecution 
on this question. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that the General Secretary be requested to 
consult Colonel Storey informally on the question of appoint- 
ing lawyers for members of the "criminal organizations". 


Mr. Volchkov raised the question as to the propriety 
of appointing Nazi lawyers to represent members of the de- 
fendant organizations, and it was decided that this matter 
should be put on the agenda for the ‘first meeting next week. 
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Mre Biddle referred to the answer for the United 
States to the motion filed in behalf of Krupp von Bohlen 
which motion requested that his trial be "deferred until 
he is again fit for trial". He informed the meeting of 
the content of the answer and pointed out that it was only 
the answer of the United States. He stated that it would 
be discussed later before the full Tribunal and that his 
purpose in calling attention to it at this meeting was to 
point out what kind of a document it is. 


The principle of a trial in absentia as applied to 
Krupp von Bohlen was discussed briefly but not with the view 
of making any determination. 


Mr. Volchkov stated that he considered the Tribunal 
has a right to try Bormann in absentia and called attention 
to the fact that this question still stands on the agenda. 
Mr. Biddle suggested that the Bormann matter should be dis- 
cussed before the full Tribunal. 


The General Secretary called attention to a form of 
application which the British Prosecuting Staff had suggested 
be used by members of the defendant organizations, who might 
Wish to submit themselves to the jurisdiction of the Tribunal. 
The General Secretary was requested to furnish each member of 
the Tribunal with a copy of the application and the corres- 
pondence relative thereto. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that the General Secretary should endeavor 
promptly to obtain all applications which may have been made 
as a result of the procedure recommended to British authorities, 
as well as complete information on the subject, i.e., who had 
made applications, their nature, and to whom made. 


The guestion of the attire in which the members should 
appear at the public meeting on November 14th was discussed. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that in the event Generd Nikitchenko arrives 
in time to attend the meeting, the members should dress as 
they would at the public meetings scheduled to begin next 
week, but that if General Nikitchenko is delayed, the members 
should wear business clothes. 


Mr. Volchkov referred to the question of the examina- 
tion of the defendant Hess and inquired as to the whereabouts 
of the doctors involved. M. Falco was requested to give the 
names of the French doctor to the General Secretary so that he 
might facilitate his movement to Nurnberg from Paris. Mr. 
McIlwraith advised that the British doctors were expected to 
arrive today with the British Judges. The Tribunal was in- 
formed that the Soviet doctor and one of the American doctors 
were here, and information as to the others expected would be 
obtained. 


on fl7 
The meeting adjourned at/2%°Oto meet at 4:30. 
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Mr. Biddle's Residence 
Nuremberg, Germany 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Organizational Meeting 


November 13, 1945 9:00 P. Me 


Honorable Francis Biddle, Chairman 


All of the Members and their Alternates were present with the 
exception of General Nikitchenko. 


Mre Biddle narrated the developments since the British Judges 
left Nuremberg. 


The hearing on Krupp's application, set for the morning of the 
llith, was discussed, as well as the reply received from the United 
States prosecutor. Lord Lawrence stated that he understood the 
British prosecutors favored the trial of Krupp in absentia and wished 
particularly to avoid any delay in the trial. The general opinion of 
the meeting was that Krupp should not be tried in absentia but that 
he should continue in custody for possible later trial. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that Lord Lawrence should preside at this 
hearing as well as at all other sessions of the trial at Nuremberg. 


Agreed that the seating order at the trial should 
be, from left to right from the point of view of the audience, Volchkov, 
Nikitchenko, Birkett, Lawrence, Biddle, Parker, de Vabres, Falcoe 


Agreed that the normal hours of sitting should be 
10:00 to 12:30 and 2:00 to 4:30, and that a private meeting should be 
held immediately after the afternoon session in the consultation room. 


Agreed that all should wear civilian clothes at 
the Krupp hearing. 


Agreed to accept the arrangements for taking pictures 
during the sessions on the understanding that there would be no flash 
bulbs and no noise. 


The meeting which had been announced with defendants' lawyers 
on the morning of November 15 was disoussed. Sir Norman Birkett thought 
it would be unwise to attempt to tell the defense lawyers how they 
should present their cases and also to permit them an opportunity to 
give publicity prior to the trial to statements which might prove 
embarrassinge Judge Parker thought the prime purpose was to advise 
them of the mechanical arrangements of the Courtroom, of their rights 
and duties as counsel and of the procedure of cross-examination of 
witnesses. Mre Biddle thought the purpose was to assure counsel and 
the public that there would be no unfairness to the defendants. Lord 
Justice Lawrence thought it advisable that a statement be prepared 
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with care to be made by the Presiding Judgee Mre Volchkov raised 
the question whether it was necessary to have the meeting as the 
technical problems in the use of the interpretation system had 
already been explained and counsel would be informed of the rights 
of defendants and the procedure at the opening of the trial in so 
far as not specified in the Charter and Rulese 


The meeting: 


Agreed that since this session had already been 
announced publicly it should be held and that Lord Justice Lawrence 
should prepare the statement which he would make for consideration 
at tomorrow's meetings 


The question of publicity was considered and Mre Biddle stated 
that the General Secretary and Colonel Storey of the prosecution had 
agreed that applications should be translated into English, given 
out by Mr. Gordon Dean at once, and that orders of the Tribunal should 
also be given out in the same manner immediately. The General Secretary 
would see that copies of such documents were given to the French and 
Russian secretaries for translation into their languages end that 
they would be responsible for arranging press distribution through Mr. 
Dean's office or otherwise in those languages. 


Lord Justice Lawrence suggested that the defense and the prose= 
cution should be prevented from giving publicity to applications 
before filing and that the officer in charge of the press room should 
not make comments on applications and orders received from the General 
Secretary and that it would be preferable to avoid a direct statement 
that Mre Dean or any other officer of the prosecution was giving out 
official releases of the Tribunal. Mre Biddle stated that the object of the 
procedure was to assure that accurate copies of documents filed with the 
Tribunal were available to the press and that Mr». Dean's office had 
facilities for mimeographihg and contacts with the press which were avsil- 
able and which it would be wasteful to duplicate. It was agreed to 
consider a statement on publicity later. 

British 

Lord Justice Lawrence stated that the/physicians to examine defendant 

Hess were in Nuremberg and wanted to return to England in 48 hours. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that the British physicians might examine - 
Hess, consult with the other physicians who were in Nuremberg, write 
out a report and leave. Captain Fisher stated that Hess! counsel had 
applied for an examination of Hess by members of the medical faculties 
of the Universities of Zurich or Lausanne. 


The meeting; 


Agreed that inasmuch as the Tribunal had appointed 
an adequate commission this application be rejected. 


Agreed that the physicians present should meet in 
Captain Fisher's room tomorrow at 10:00 in order to examine the mental 
condition of Hess with special reference to whether he was fit to be 
tried, that these reports be given confidentially to the Court to be 
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given out when reports had been received from all the physicians 
and that the physicians consult and make a joint report, if possible. 


Agreed that Mre Justice Birkett should provide 
more specific questions for the physicians to answer. 


The meeting adjourned at 11:00 pom. 
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Palace of Justice 
Nuremberg, Germany 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Organizational Meeting 


November 12, 1945 10:30 As Me 


Mre Volchkov, Chairman 


Judges Volchkov, Biddle, Parker and Falco were present. 


Mre Volchkov stated that a full meeting of the Tribunal was 
planned but that General Nikitchenko, Me de Vabres, Lord Justice 
Lawrence and Mre Justice Birkett had been detained by weather 
conditions. 


Lieutenant Kreiswirth from the Public Reletions Division of 
USFET was invited to discuss the arrangement for photographing 
the trial. He stated that the objective of his organization, which 
would control all photographing, was to serve the world's population 
interested in the triel and to provide a visual history of it. He 
recognized that the photographing of trials was unusual and conse- 
quently had had in mind the necessity of preventing any disturbance 


to the dignity of the proceedings which might result from the use 
of flash bulbs or from the movement of photographers during the 
proceedings. Therefore lights had been installed adequate for both 
movies and photographs without flash bulbs and three booths had 
been provided from which photographers could take the accused, the 
Tribunal and the lawyers from appropriate angles. These booths 
were either sound proof or were equipped with silent photographic 
apparatus so that there would be no audible clicking or whirring 

of the apparatus. He stated that agreement had been reached among 
three of the interested nations to share in all pictures and that 
efforts were being made to contact the appropriate Soviet authorities. 
Photogrep hers from all four nations would be permitted to use the 
booths at appropriate times and photographers from other countries 
would also be provided fore Ten photographers could operate at 

the same time. Photographers could get all the information from 
the Information Control Division. Certain pictures would be 
developed immediately and radioed or sent by courier to the inter- 
ested countries. The bulk of the films would be sent to Paris for 
development, where the pooling exchange would be established for 
transmission of films by airplane. 


It was agreed that the photographic arrangements should bè 
exhibited at the rehearsal tomorrow and thet the Tribunal would 
consider approving the arrangements at a later time. 


The meeting: 


Agreed, at Mre Biddle's suggestion, that each 
Member should contact the prosecutor from his country in order to 
agree upon one person who could be responsible for distributing the 
seats for visitors allocated to that country and that that individual 
should get in touch with Colonel Gill. 
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The schedule of future meetings was discussed and Mre Biddle 
suggested a seating arrangement for the Judges for the hearing on 
Krupp's applicatione He suggested that on this occasion the pro- 
cedure should begin with the argument by Krupp's lawyer in German. 
After some discussion, it was agreed that if the interpreting 
apparatus was not working, these arguments should be interpreted 
into English and could then be individually interpreted for the 
French and Russian Judges, as has been customary at the organiza- 
tional meetings. 


Major Neave presented a list of counsel for the defendants 
which indicated that all defendants in Nuremberg were now supplied 
with counsel, Five lawyers were being held as a reserve, but two 
of these-~Andres and Velsch--stated that they were ill and wished 
to return to Berlin. Major Neave recommended that they be permitted 
to do so but that efforts be made to persuade the remaining three 
to stay as a reserve. The meeting agreed to this reconmendation. 


Judge Parker suggested that counsel might be needed to repre- 
sent the accused organizations and Mr. Biddle suggested that perhaps 
the reserve lawyers could be appointed to represent the organizations 
and any defendants whose counsel might later become unavailable. 
General Mitchell stated that he hed been informed by Mr. Kempner 
of the prosecution that 20 to 30 qualified lawyers lived in Nuremberg 
and might be available for a reserve. It was suggested that the 
General Secretary present a list of these lawyers and that the ques- 
tion of appointments be postponed until a later meeting. 


Captain Fisher presented certain applications for witnesses 
by defendants upon which the prosecution had stated an opinion. 


Defendant Doenitz had applied, through his counsel, for six 
witnesses and the prosecution had raised no objection to any of 
them, though it stated that the question of whether Lieutenant Eck, 
who was wanted but who was under sentence of death, was a matter 
for the Tribunal to deal with. In this connection, the General 
Secretary stated that this execution had been temporarily delayed. 


The meeting: ° 


Agreed, at Mre Biddle's suggestion, that decisions 
upon applications should be formally entered in the minutes and in 
regard to these particular applications that (1) the General Secretary 
should drew an appropriate request for staying the execution of Eck 
and submit it to the appropriate authorities, and (2) he should 
arrange for the production of the witnesses requested at the appro» 
priate time. 


Agreed, at Mr. Volchkov's suggestion, that the 
General Secretary should address a letter to the prosecutors 
requesting them to advise the Tribunal of the names of any witnesses 
or experts that the prosecution might wish to have the Tribunal 
summon, at the same time advising the prosecution that such requests 
should be made well in advence to avoid any delay or postponement 
of the proceedings. 
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It was also suggested that the General Secretary advise 
defense counsel that applications should be presented at least 
three weeks in advance of the time the witness would be required. 


Captain Fisher presented applications by defendant Keitel 
for three witnesses (Lehman, Canaris, Burkmer), against which the 
prosecution had made no objections, and the meeting agreed to 
direct the General Secretary to arrenge for their production at 
the appropriate time. 


Defendant Rosenberg had applied for three witnesses (Riecke, 
Beil, Dankers). The prosecution had raised no objeotion to Riecke 
and Beil and the meeting agreed to direct the General Secretary 
to arrange for their production at the appropriate time. 

in the application 

In regard to Dankers, it was stated/that he had knowledge of 
"extensive deportations of[persons from Latvia]to the interior of 
the USSR,” which facts were relevant “because they prove that 
even before the employment of German labor there had been recruiting 
by force.” The prosecution objected on the ground that the facts 
were not material, were too general and were political. 


The meeting: 


Agreed to postpone consideration of this applica- 
tion until all Members of the Tribunal were present. 


Captain Fisher presented applications by defendant Frick for 
one witness (Lemmers) and from defendant Schacht for four witnesses 
(Sperl, Gronav, Gisevius, Frau Strunck) against whom the prosecution 
made no objectionse 


The meetings 


Agreed to direct the General Secretary to arrange 
for production of these witnesses at the appropriate time. 


Captain Fisher then distributed to the Members of the Tribunal 
for their information certain other applications for witnesses which 
had not yet been examined by the prosecution. 


Mr. Volehkov raised the question of appropriate procedure 
in case the absent Members of the Tribunal failed to arrive. He 
stated that General Nikitchenko was on his way to Nuremberg with 
a number of interpreterse Me Falco stated that Me de Vabres was 
coming by motor=-car. Mre McIlwraith stated that Lord Justice 
Lawrence and Mre Justice Birkett had arrived at Brussels and were 
coming by care 


The meeting: 


Agreed to go ahead with the schedule for rehearsal 
tomorrow and to consider later whether it would be necessary to 
postpone the hearing of the Krupp application on Wednesday in case 
the quorum of the Tribunal required by Article l(a) of the Charter 
should not be present, 


The meeting adjourned at 12:45 to meet at 10:00 tomorrow and 
again at 2:00 for the rehearsal in the Court Rooms 
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Palace of Justice 
Nuremberg, Germeny 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 


Orgenizational Meeting 


November 9, 1945 2:15 Pe Me 


Honorable Francis Biddle, Chairman 


Judges Biddle, Parker, Falco and Volchkov were present. 


Mre Biddle stated that the British had appointed Lord Moran, 
FeReCePe, as the doctor to examine Hess and that Doctors P. Reece 
and George Ruddock would assist hime The American Members had 
appointed Dre Nolen De Ce Lewis, assisted by Dr. De Ewen Cameron 
and Colonel Paul Schroeder, MeDe Mre Volchkov stated that the 
Soviet had appointed Dr. Eugene Krasnushkin. Me Falco stated that 
the French physician would be appointed soone 


Captain Fisher reported on certain applications by defendants. 
Defendant Doenitz had applied, through his counsel, for six witnesses, 
one of whom had been condemned to be shot in a British military 
tribunale 


The meeting: 


Agreed that the General Secretary should send a 
copy of those applications to the prosecutors as soon as possible, 
indicating that the Tribunal would decide the matter on hionday. 
In the meantime, Mre McIlwraith, the British Secretary, was asked 
to endeavor to have this execution postponed until the Tribunal 
had decided upon the application. 


The General Secretary stated that he had discussed the pro- 
cedure for dealing with applications with Colonel Storey of the 
American prosecution and that they had agreed that all applications 
should be given to Lieutenant Barrett and to one of Colonel Storey's 
assistants, who had experience in finding witnesses and would make 
his experience available to the General Secretary. 


The committee dealt with applications from defendants Keitel 
and Rosenberg in the same manner as it had dealt with those from 
Doenitze 


Defendant Streicher had made certain applications not counter- 
signed by his counsel and, in accord with the rule adopted at the 
meeting on the afternoon of November 6, this had been returned to 
his counsele Certain other applications by Streicher, through his 
counsel, were dealt with in the same manner as those fran Doenitz.e 


The Soviet and French Members presented texts of the Rules 
of the Tribunal in their respective languages and the Chairman stated 
that these would be formally approved on Monday, together with a 
German translation, for which he would be responsible. 
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Mre Volchkov stated that he had had the minutes up to date 
translated into Russian but he wished General Nikitchenko to see 
these before final approvale Me Falco stated that he would 
attempt to have the French translation made and prepared as soon 
as possible. 


The report on cowmsel for the defendants was postponed until 
Mondaye Me Falco stated that he understood all except one of the 
defendants now had counsel. 


Mre Biddle read a letter from Mr. Gordon Dean, the public 
relations officer of the American prosecution, enclosing a cable 
from United States military authorities asking whether the Tribunal 
would approve accredited press representatives from certain countries. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that in accordance with the decision taken 
in the morning meeting of October 29 it would not deal with this 
problem, which was entirely in the hands of the United States 
military authoritiese 


The Chairman stated that he thought press relations should be 
handled through the appropriate officers of the prosecution and 
that the General Secretary should supply those officers with informa- 
tion released by the Tribunale He hoped to have a draft statement 
upon procedures in regard to the press and also in regard to the 
handling of the applications to be considered at the mesting on 
Monday e 

by witnesses 

The question of form of oath to be takenAn the various 
languages byxthexfribunai was raised and it was hoped that these 
forms would be ready by Monday. 


The Chairman called attention to the organizational meeting 
of the Tribunal on Monday, the 12th, at 10:00 o'clock, the rehearsal 
in the Court Room on Tuesday, the 13th, at 2:00 o'clock, the hear- 
ing of the application by Krupp for severance of his trial on 
Wednesday, the lth, at 10:00 o'clock, and the meeting of Members 
of the Tribunal with the defendants' lawyers on Thursday, the 
15th, at 10:00 o'clocke The application of defendant Streicher 
for postponement of the trial for several weeks was discussed and 
put down for hearing on Thursday, the 15th, at 2:00 peme 


The question of releasing the medical report upon Krupp was 
discussed and JudgesBiddle, Parker and Falco favored such release. 
Judge Volchkov, on the other hand, thought it ought not be released 
until the Tribunal had acted and Mr. MoIlwraith, speaking on behalf 
of the British Judges, who were not present, said he understood 
it was a confidential report and consequently should not be published 
NOWe 


The meeting: 


Agreed not to release the report at present but 
to permit the prosecution's publicity officers to give it out at 
9:00 asme on Wednesday, the lth, to be released on the opening 
of the Tribunal at 10:00 a.m. 
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The meeting: 


Agreed that the application by defendant Streicher 


for postponement of his trial be released at the present time 
through the prosecution publicity officers. Judge Parker stated 
in his opinion all applications to or decisions by the Tribunal 
should be made public at once. 


Mre Biddle recalled the desire of Mre Dean, the American 
prosecution's publicity man, for information about the Members 
and also for information about the physicians on the committee to 
examine defendant Hesse 


The agenda for the meeting Monday was considered and also 
certain questions concerning the arrangements for the triale Judge 
Volchkov stated that he thought there should be further discussion 
with the prosecution concerning the order of presentation, both 
by the prosecution and by the defendants. 


General Secretary Mitchell stated that Mr. Dean thought that 
the Army officer in charge of filming the trial should meet with 
the Tribunal and it was agreed that he should come Monday at 10:00. 


The meeting adjourned at 43:30. 
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Palece of Justice 
Nuremberg, Germany 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Organizational Meeting 


November 8, 1945 10300 A. Me 


Me Falco, Chairman 


Mr. Falco, Mre Biddle, Judge Parker and Judge Volchkov were 
presente 


The agenda was distributed as follows: (1) Report of com- 
mittee of physicians on Krupp von Bohlen} (2) report by Major Neave 
on counsel for defendants; (3) report on applications by defendants 
or their counsel; (4) discussion of procedure for procuring documents 
and witnesses; (5) other questions which any Member may wish to have 
discussed. 


Before considering the agenda, the meeting agreed that arrange- 
mentsmust be made for the Soviet physicians, who had been on the 
commission to examine Krupp and who were still in Nuremberg, to 
exemine defendant Hess and report back to the Tribunal, such examina- 
tion and report not to prejudice later examination by other physicians 
appointed by the Tribunal. 


Mre Biddle stated that he considered it important that Hess 
be examined as soon as possible in view of the publicity whioh had 
been given his case. He stated that Mr. Justice Jackson, the 
American Chief Prosecutor, had adced the United States Psychiatric 
Society to nominate a commission of psychiatrists for this purpose 
and that three physiciens so nominated were now in Europe, one of 
them, Colonel Paul Schroeder, was in Nuremberg. Mr. Biddle stated 
that he wished these three physicians, or some of them if the Tribunal 
thought the number was too large, to serve on the commission to 
examine Hesse 


The meeting: 


Agreed, at the suggestion of Judge Volchkov, that 
such a commission be appointed but that there be only one principal 
physician from each country with others acting as assistants. 

Judge Volchkov stated that one of the Soviet physicians already here 
would serve for his government and Mr. McIllwraith, the British 
secretary, stated that he would arrange for a British physician», It 
was @greed that the General Seoretary should arrange for examination 
of Hess by these physicians as soon as possible. 


Mre Biddle read a proposed order regarding Hess and the meeting 
accepted it in principle, final acceptance to be deferred until 
translations had been made. 
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le At the suggestion of Captain Fisher, the report on Krupp 
was postponed for consideration with application by his counsel. 


The meeting: 


Agreed, at the suggestion of Mre Biddle, that the 
original report by the committee of physicians be spread upon the 
minutes of the meeting. 


2e Major Neave reported that the five counsel appointed by 
the Tribunal had not yet arrived but were expected today. Two 
additional lawyers from the American gone and four from the British 
zone had been invited to come to Nuremberg and to bring with them 
full informatione It was not suggested that the Tribunal appoint 
them until this information was at hand. It was expected, therefore, 
that 11 lawyers would be in reserve from which counsel for the six 
defendants still without counsel could be appointed. 


The meeting: 


Agreed, at Mre Biddle's suggestion, that the 
Generel Secretary be asked to make every effort to get these lawyers 
to Nuremberg and to assign from them cowmsel for the defendants still 
without counsel without further reference to the Tribunal. 


At this point Colonel Storey of the American prosecution staff 
came in and stated that the prosecution had no objections to the 
Tribunal appointing a commission of physicians to exemine defendant 
Hess but they would like to know the names of these physiciens in 
advance in order that they might have an opportunity to raise ob jec= 
tions if they had anye 


The meeting: 


Agreed, at Mre Biddle's suggestion, that each Member 
of the Tribunal discuss the names of the physicians he planned to 
appoint on this commission informally with the prosecutors from his 
countrye 


Mre Biddle stated that he proposed to appoint one of the three 
psychiatrists already invited by the Chief American Prosecutor with 
the other two as assistants. He urged that great care be taken in 
avoiding premature publicity. Judge Volchkov urged that there be 
no delay in appointing this commission. Colonel Storey stated that 
this procedure was satisfactorye 


3. Captain Fisher presented applications from five defendants. 


Defendant Raeder applied for a witness as to his religious 
beliefse 


The meeting: 
Agreed to direct the General Secretary to obtain 
information on the location of this witness, to summon him and to 


notify him that he would be called at an appropriate time and would 
be given transportation to Nuremberg. 


- 2. 
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Defendant Doenitz wished six witnesses summoned in his behalfe 


The meeting: 


Agreed, at the suggestion of Judge Volchkov, that 
applications be circulated in advance in order that the Members of 
the Tribunal have an opportunity to study them, and consideration 
of defendant Doenitz' application was postponede 


Defendant Streicher, through his attorney Dr. Marx, applied 
for postponement of trial three or four weekse Captain Fisher stated 
that Dr. Marx had been the first counsel to arrive in Nuremberg. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that applications should state the date of 
the arrivel in Nuremberg of the lawyer who made the applicatione 


Agreed, at Mre Biddle's suggestion, that this 
application was so serious that its consideration be deferred until 
the meeting of the full Tribunal on Monday, November 12the 


Defendant Keitel, who did not yet have counsel, had applied 
for certain documents. The General Secretary explained the method 
of handling document requestse Informal application was first made 
to the Defendants' Information Center and Lieutenant Barrett, in 
charge of this Center, would arrange at once for examination in the 
Center of documents in the Center or other documents in the possession 
of the prosecution which the prosecution were willing to have examinede 
Only if the documents could not be obtained by this informal method 
would a formal application be necessary. If the Tribunal acted 
favorably upon such a formal application, the General Secretary would 
attempt to obtain the document and if successful would deposit it 
in the Defendants’ Information Center where it could be examinede 
If the prosecution objected to examination of any document, the 
General Secretary would report the matter to the Tribunal. 


The meeting: 


Agreed, at Judge Parker's suggestion, that defendant 
Keitel's application be granted and that he be informed that the 
documents referred to in the indictment could be examined in the 
Defendants! Information Center e 


Defendant Krupp, through his coumsel, applied for postponement 
of proceedings against him until he was fit for trial, accompanying 
the application with reports from two German physicians. 


The meetings 


Agreed, at the suggestion of Mre Biddle, upon order 
for a public hearing on this application on November lth at 10:00 
otclocke The General Secretary was instructed to transmit this 
order to the Chief Prosecutors as well as to the defendant's counsel. 


The meeting: 


Agreed, also, that the General Secretary transmit 
@ release of this order without reference to the confidential 
medical reports to Mre Dean, the public relations officer attached 
to the American prosecutors, for transmission to the presse 
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le At the suggestion of the General Secretary, Brigadier 
General Mitchell, consideration of the procedure for procuring 
documents and witnesses was postponeds 


5. Mre Biddle reported that through the action of General 
Eisenhower an account of 50,000 marks had been opened in a bank 
in Nuremberg subject to check by the General Secretary for com- 
pensation to defendants' counsele At a later stage of the proceed- 
ings, Major Neave stated that there had as yet been no pressure 
for payment by defendants' counsel. 


The meetings: 


Agreed to postpone consideration of the time 
end amounts in disbursing this money to defendants’ counsels 


Mre Biddle stated that Mre Dean, the American prosecution's 
public relations officer, wished to obtain full information about 
the Members of the Tribunal and the Alternates and had distributed 
a blank to be filled out for this purpose. Mrs Biddle emphasized 
the great public interest in the personalities connected with the 
Trial and hoped the Members and Alternates would fill out this 
blank fully as soon as possible. 


Mre Biddle recalled that it had been agreed that the Members 
would report next week on the steps taken in their various zones 
to give publicity to the notices respecting defendant Bormann and 
accused organizationse He hoped that full information might be 
given, including the dates and quantity of publicity by press, radio 
and notices to the public and to prisoners of ware 


Mre Biddle stated that unapproved minutes were accumulating 
and that he hoped all of the Members might be able to approve the 
minutes up to date in their respective languages at the next meeting. 


Mr. Biddle stated that the Rules of the Tribunal had been 
approved only in the English text and he hoped that texts in the 
other two languages could be submitted at the next meeting for 
formal approval. 


The meeting: 


Agreed, at Mre Biddle's suggestion, that the 
Generel Secretary be instructed to submit the oath for witnesses 
in German end other languages at the next meetings 


Agreed that the General Secretary should arrange 
with Colonel Gill for the public hearing in the Court Room on 
November lth with the necessary interpreters present. 


Agreed that the Tribunal should meet with the 
defendants! counsel on November 15th at 10:00 o'clock in order to 
discuss the order in which the defendants proposed to present their 
case and that the General Secretary should send a letter to remind 
the Members and the counsel of this meeting. 


The meeting adjourned at 11:30 to meet tomorrow at 2:00 peme 
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Palace of Justice 
Nuremberg, Germany 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Organizational Meeting 


November 6, 1945 2:30 P. Me 


Mre Volchkov, Chairman 


Mre Biddle, Judge Parker, M. Falco and Mre Volchkov were 
presente 


Major Neave was present and stated that 16 defendants now 
have counsel, 1) of which had been chosen by the defendants and 
two appointed by the Tribunal. Six defendants--Kaltenbrunner, 
Frick, Rosenberg, Seyss-Inquart, Schacht and Fritzsche--were still 
without counsel though several of them expected that the counsel 
they had chosen would presently arrive. Major Neave was in touch 
with eight counsel, four from the American zone and four from the 
British zone. He hoped that enough of these would arrive by the 
end of the week to provide counsel for all of the defendants. He 
raised the question of whether any moral compulsion should be put 
upon counsel to serve if appointed by the Tribunal. 


The meeting: 


Agreed, at Mr. Biddle's suggestion, that Major 
Neave should inform each counsel designated by the Tribunal (1) 
that the Tribunal had selected him to serve at least until the 
defendant got the counsel of his choice, (2) that such service 
would not in any way reflect upon him disadvantageously, (3) that 
compensation would be provided but it should be understood that 
if the period of service proved very short this might not include 
the entire initial amount of 4,000 marks, and (4) that the Tribunal 
regarded it as a duty to perform this service. 


Major Neave then listed six lawyers whom he felt sufficiently 
recommended and whom the military were arranging to bring to 
Nuremberg. These names had been provided by military authorities 
but were not on the list of lawyers. Major Neave had attempted 
to make a contact with the lawyers mentioned by General Nikitchenko 
through Major Hortin in Berlin but had been unsuccessfule 


It was pointed out that it had been agreed that the Tribunal 
should not appoint a lawyer known to be a Nazi and the meeting 
agreed that because of this one of the six lawyers mentioned by 
Major Neave should be eliminated. 


The meeting: 


Agreed, at Mr. Biddle's suggestion, that Major 
Neave should appoint persons from among the five remaining lawyers 
for defendants who remained without counsel and report to the 
Tribunal. 
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Mre Volchkov stated that the lawyers recommended by General 
Nikitchenko were not Nazis and that he would attempt to report to 
the next meeting whether they were willing to serve. 


Major Neave reported that the defendant Krupp wanted to employ 
a British barrister as his principal counsel, the counsel which he 
had already accepted becoming an associated. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that inasmuch as this desire was forwarded 
by Krupp's present counsel such a substitution was permissible 
under the conditions for the employment of associates agreed upon 
at the morning meeting of October 51. It was suggested that Krupp's 
present counsel be so informed and that at the same time he be 
informed that the Tribunal would have a public meeting to consider 
the motion to sever the trial of Krupp on Wednesday, November lth. 
Krupp's counsel should report in writing to the Tribunal the action 
taken in this matter. 


Major Neave stated in answer to a question that certain com- 
plaints by defendants' counsel in regard to their living conditions 
outside the court building had been dealt with by Colonel MoLendon 
and that no complaints had been received in regard to arrangements 
within the court building. 


The meetings 


Agreed, at Mre Biddle’s suggestion, that Major 
Neave should inform defendants' counsel that they may consult with 
one another. 


Captain Fisher submitted a statement of applications made by 
defendants. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that the Tribunal should make formal state- 
ments in regard to these applications even though brief in order to 
avoid misunderstanding which might result from informal oral answers. 

It was agreed that the General Secretary should draft brief memoranda 
giving the Tribunal's decision to transmit to the defendants and 
that it was not necessary to refer these memoranda back to the Tribunal. 


Agreed, at Mre Biddle's suggestion, that the 
General Secretary should decide what applications he could deal with 
on the basis of general policies expressed by the Tribunal and that 
he need not place such applications before the Tribunal for formal 
actione 


Agreed, at Judge Parker's suggestion, that all 
applications by defendants who have counsel should be made through 
their counsel and that if any defendant should make a direct applica- 
tion the General Secretary should refer it to the defendant's 
counsel before taking action. 


Agreed, upon application from defendant Rosenberg 
(1) that the notes he had prepared himself and turned over to his 
attorney should be returned to him under suitable security arrange- 
ments, and (2) that photostats of documents which he had requested 
should be delivered to him in his cell subject to security arrangements. 
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Agreed, upon application from defendant Ribbentrop, 
that his request that certain of his former assistants be placed at 
his disposal to assist him in securing documentary evidence in 
support of his defense be denied. The Tribunal did not consider 
this a request for an associate counsel but for a different form of 
assistance. 


Agreed, upon the application of defendant von 
Papen, that his son, who was now in a civilian internment canp, 
should be temporarily released to act as associate counsel on the 
understanding that this was not to be considered as establishing a 
general principle and with due consideration to security. 


Agreed, upon application of defendant Schacht, 
that he be given access to the personal papers which had been taken 
from him on his arrest and that the information required under 
paragraph l(a) of the Rules should not be considered applicable to 
such paperse 


Agreed, upon the application of defendant Raeder, 
transmitted by his counsel, Dr. Siemers, that the General Secretery 
teke up the matter with the Soviet occupation authorities in order 
to make the desired documents available if there was no military 
objections 


Agreed, upon the application of defendant Ribbentrop, 
presented by his counsel, Dr. Sauter, that his request for secretarial 
assistance and for an interpretation of the indictment be denied. 

QnISwers Te 
Captain Fisher stated that other applications had been arranged 
with the prosecutors. 


The meeting adjourned at 1:30 to meet on Thursday, November 8th, 
at 10:00 am 
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Palace of Justice 
Nuremberg, Germany 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Organizational Meeting 


November 6, 1945 11:00 A. M. 


Honorable Francis Biddle, Chairman 


Mr. Biddle, Judge Parker, Me Falco and Mr. Volchkov were 
present. The meeting was an informal one because of the absence 
of the British Member and his Alternate but acted in pursuance of 
the authority given the Members to act in his behalf by Lord Justice 
Lawrence at the meeting on the afternoon of October 31, 


Consideration was given to the mental condition of defendant 
Hess and Mre Volchkov stated that he understood the Soviet prosecutor 
had asked the Soviet physicians, who had been sent down to examine 
Krupp, to examine Hesse Mre Biddle suggested that it would be better 
for reasons of impartiality to have such an examination made in 
behalf of the Tribunal rather than the prosecutors. It was decided 
to adjourn the question until later. 


The procedure for dealing with defendants! applications was 
considered. The objections by the prosecutors to undertaking respon- 
sibility for finding documents and witnesses in response to such 
applications was considered and Mr. Biddle suggested that the Tribunal 
undertake to deal with the problem according to the following pro- 
cedure. 


Applications would be received by the General Secretary, trans- 
lated into English and sent to Members of the Tribunal and the 
prosecutorse If the prosecutors have the desired document, they 
will transmit it to the General Secretary, and, if they do not have 
it, they will give the General Secretary any information which they 
may have as to finding it. The General Secretary will then lay the 
matter before the Tribunal if important and will take up with the 
Army the problem of obtaining the required document or witness. 


Mr. Biddle reported on his interview with General Eisenhower 
on the day before, stating that arrangements had been made for 
establishing a checking account for paying defendants’ counsel and 
that Brigadier General William É. Mitchell had been appointed as 
General Secretary and would arrive soone 


The meetings 


Agreed, at Mr. Biddle's suggestion, that checks 
on the fund for defense counsel should be Signed by the General Secretary 
under order of the Tribunal and that the resignation of Mr. Harold B. 
Willey ag General Secretary be accepted and that Brigadier General 
Willian Mitchell be appointed General Secretary. 
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Mr. Biddle stated that Mr. Willey had been appointed American 
secretary. 


The problem of newspaper publicity was discussed and Mr. Biddle 
noted a number of instances of premature publicity, suggesting that 
it might be advisable for the Tribunal to issue an order to Colonel 
Andrus suggesting care in preventing premature releases on matters 
concerning the defendants. At the suggestion of Judge Parker, the 
matter was deferred for later consideration, the opinion being 
expressed that perhaps an informal handling of the matter would be 
preferable. 


The meeting: 


Agreed, at Mr. Volchkov's suggestion, that it would 
be desirable for the occupying authority in each sone to designate 
an officer with whom the General Secretary could take up problems 
of finding documents or witnesses in that zones M. Falco stated that 
General Lenoan would he the appropriate person for the French zone 
and Mre Volchkov stated that General Semenov would be the appropriate 
person for the Soviet zone. Mr. MacIllwraith, the British secretary, 
stated that he would later infora the Tribunal as to the appropriate 
person for the British zones 


Mre Biddle stated that Colonel Gill had arranged for an inter- 
preting rehearsal on November 135th at 2:00 peme He also suggested.that 
a public meeting of the Tribunal might take place on November lth 
at 10:00 a.me to hear the application to sever the trial of Krupp von 
Bohlen on account of his health, and the meeting agreed. 


The meeting: 


Agreed to hear Major Neave's report on applications 
at the afternoon sessions 


Mre Biddle suggested that each Member of the Tribunal should 
report at the meeting on Monday, November 12th, as to the action 
taken in their respective zones in regard to the publication of 
notices to Martin Bormann and to accused organizations. 


Representatives of the Chief Prosecutors entered and Mre Biddle 
stated the procedure for dealing with applications from defendants, 
calling attention to the letter he had received from Mre Justice 
Jackson stating that the Chief Prosecutors were of the opinion that 
they should not undertake the responsibility of securing documents 
and witnesses for the defendants. Mre Biddle stated that the Tribunal 
had appointed Brigadier General Willian Mitchell as General Secretary 
and that he would be responsible for receiving requests from the 
defendants, having them translated into English, sending copies to 
the prosecutors and getting in touch with Army authorities in the 
various zones to carry out summonsese 


Mre Justice Jackson, the American prosecutor, expressed the 
opinion that the procedure proposed might cause unnecessary delays 
He suggested that all documents be first asked for in the Defendants! 
Information Center without bothering the Tribunal. The prosecution 
had deposited the important documents in this Center and photostat 
copies coulibe provided for defendants' counsele If a document in 
the possession of the prosecution was not in the Center, the officer 
in chafge of the Center would locate it. It was only in the case of 
documents not in the possession of the prosecution at all that it 
should be necessary for the Tribunal to deal with the matter and he 
felt that in this situation it should be a matter for the Tribunal 
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and not for the prosecutione He pointed out that the prosecution 
as a comittee had completed the work specified for it in the 
Charter and that its field staff for finding documents had been 
dissolved. Each of the prosecutors now represented only his own 
country» It would be easier for the Tribunal, which represented 

all the countries, to make the necessary contacts with the military 
authoritiegshich alone were in a position to find documents and personse 
However, the prosecution would be glad to give any informal informa- 
tion which might assist in this work. He stated in regard to the 
request by defendant Schacht, that certain documents which had been 
taken from him on his arrest be returned, that the prosecution had 
these documents and would make them available to Schacht though they 
would not return the documents themselves. 


Mre Biddle stated that he thought the Tribunal was in agree- 
ment with this statement. He assumed that the prosecution did not 
wish to see applications for documents which could be obtained through 
the Defendants! Information Center. Mre Justice Jackson stated that 
consideration of such applications was unnecessary. It was simply 
a question of asking for the documents at the Center. 


Sir David Fyfe stated his agreement with Mr. Justice Jackson 
and his opinion that it would be best for the Tribunal to make con- 
tact with the military authorities. He recalled the statement he 
had made at an earlier meeting concerning documents of possible 
military or political importance in the possession of the prosecution. 
If such documents were requested, the Tribunal should consider the 
matter, perhaps hearing the opinion of the prosecutors. This, of 
course, applied only to documents which were not in the Defendants’ 
Information Center. There would be a person in the Center who would 
be able to produce all documents deposited there and all other documents 
in the possession of the prosecution in case none of the prosecutors 
had any objection on grounds of political or military importance. 
Lieutenant Barrett headed the comnittee which controlled the 
Defendants' Information Center and it was only in case he was unable 
to find the document that a formal application under Rule h(a) would 
be necessarye 


Me Dubos#; representative of the Chief French Prosecutcr, 
expressed his agreement with Sir David Fyfe. 


The representative of the Chief Soviet Prosecutor also expressed 
his agreement, pointing out that the discovery of new documents should 
be through military channels and that the door should not be opened 
too widely for requests by defendants which would involve protracted 
search and possible delays. 


Mr. Justice Jackson commented on the suggestions by British, 
French and Soviet prosecutors that they might have officials in the 
Defendants' Information Center to provide documents respectively 
in their possession by pointing out the difficulties in housing 
additional officials. He felt that General Mitchell would be able 
to make contacts through appropriate channels with the occupying 
authorities in the various zones who would do the actual work of 
finding documents and personse Mr. Biddle suggested that it be left 
to General Mitchell to decide whether additional British, French and 
Soviet officers would be necessary in Nuremberg. 
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Mre Biddle stated that a committee of physicians had been 
sent to examine defendant Krupp and that it had been decided to 
have a public hearing on November 1) upon the motion of his 
counsel to sever his trial. The prosecution saw no objection to 
this decisione 


Mre Biddle stated that there might be a similar motion in 
regard to defendant Hesse Sir David Fyfe stated that it might be 
desirable to appoint a British psychiatrist in this case and Mr. 
Justice Jackson stated that the problem of Hess was very different 
from that of Kruppe His illness, if it existed at all, was not 
physical but mental. He thought it might be better to let the 
question rest unless it were brought up in the triel itself by Hess? 
counsele He did not think that a person should be able to escape 
trial because his memory was imperfect. Mre Biddle stated that 
no precipitate action would be taken in this case. 


Sir David Fyfe raised a question under paragraph O(c) of 
the Charter, stating that it had been the intention of the prose- 
cution to have a statement by each of the Chief Prosecutors and 
asking whether it was appropriate to interpret the singuler word 
"statement" as permitting several statements. The meeting agreed 
that this was a proper interpretation. Mr. Justice Jackson stated 
that he thought the Tribunal might be interested in the plen for 
the prosecution's statement which had been prepared by Sir David 
Fyfe and the Members of the Tribunal stated they would be glad to 
see ite 


Sir David Fyfe stated that in his opinion the procedure under 
Article 2; implied that the defendants should all state their cases 
at the same stage of the proceedings and this was agreed upone 


Mre Biddle suggested that defendant lawyers should be present 
at the rehearsal arranged for Tuesday, the 13th, and this was agreed 
upone 

Sir David Fyfe stated that it was the intention of the prose- 
cution to provide typewritten texts of the opening speeches in 
advance for the benefit of the interpreters. Colonel Gill stated 
that this would be very helpful. 


The meeting adjourned at 1:15 to meet at 2:30. 
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Palace of Justice 
Nuremberg, Germany 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 


Organizational Meeting 


November 1, 1945 10:00 A.M. 


Lord Justice Lawrence, Chairman 


All the Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present, 
with the exception of Me de Vabres, 


Major Neave reported on the situation with respect to defendants! 
counsel indicating that all but two of the defendants in custody had 
obtained counsel. 


The meeting: 


Agreed to appoint counsel for defendants Hess and 
Speer. 


Mr. Biddle proposed two counsel, Dr. Hans Fl&chsmer and Dre 
Walter Voelsch, who were available, and General Nikitchenko also 
presented the names of three counsel, Dr. Gustav Brumbi, Dr. Karl 
Falk, and Dr. Walter Schreiber. 


The meeting: 


Agreed to appoint the two persons named by Mr. 
Biddle and to hold the names mentioned by General Nikitchenko in 
reserve. 


The question of the committee of physicians to visit Krupp was 
considered. General Nikitchenko gave the names of two Soviet physicians, 
Prof. Eugeni Sepp and Prof. Nicolas Kurshakov, who were available. The 
British, American and French Members were not yet able to-give the 
names of physicians. It was agreed that this committee should be 
appointed as soon as possible, 


The question of compensation for defendants?! counsel was considered 
in case a single counsel served for more than one defendant. Lord 
Justice Lawrence proposed that 4,000 marks should be considered the 
maximum for the initial payment to counsel for each defendant. If a 
counsel employed by one defendant wished an associate, he should be 
paid from this sum. If, however, one counsel acted for two defendants, 
then a maximum of 8,000 marks would be available as the initial payment 
for that counsel and any associates he might desire. Similarly, if 
one counsel served three persons, 12,000 marks would be available as 
a maxinum initial payment for him and his associates. 
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The meetings 


Agreed, at Mr. Biddle's suggestion, that if it 
should become necessary to make a decision on the matter while Lord 
Justice Lawrence was away, the Members would be free to act on this 
principle. 


Agreed to instruct Major Neave to advise defendants 
that any counsel serving more than one defendant should receive an 
additional initiel compensation, but he should not mention the 
amount at this time. 


The Members and their Alternates then discussed certain matters 
in private after the staffs of the various delegations had left the 
rocne . 


The meeting adjourned at 12:00 o'clock. 





e Luku ih 


H2786-0176 


Palace of Justice 
Nuremberg, Germany 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Organizational Meeting 


October 31, 1945 2:00 P.Me 


Me de Vabres, Chairman 


All the Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


Lieutenant Barrett of the Prosecutor's Committee and the Chief 
Prosecutors were also present. 


Lieutenant Barrett reported on the application by defendant 
Rosenberg for certain documents, including his book entitled "The Myth 
of the 20th Century” and stated that with the exception of transcripts 
of interrogations these documents would be placed in the Defendants! 
Information Centere 


He reported in regard to the application of defendant Frick for 
& copy of the Hague Conven‘ions that these documents would be placed in 
the Defendants' Information Center, 


The meeting: 


Agreed that if Lieutenant Barrett's committee granted 
the applications the Tribunal would approve. Lieutenant Barrett 
explained that all materials available to the defendants would be listed 
in a document which would be presented to defense counsel tomorrow and 
that photostats of the documents listed would be available to defense 
counsel in the Defendants' Information Center on Monday. 


Lieutenant Barrett reported in regard to the application of 
defendant von Papen for certain documents that all would be available 
in the Information Center with the exception of certain ones not now 
in the possession of the prosecution upon which further information 
was desired. 


He reported in regard to the application of defendant Seyss« 
Inuquart that he would be permitted to dictate and have translated 
into English a report of his activities in the Netherlands. 


At this point Mre Justice Jackson,the Chief American Prosecutor, 
stated that he thought the general plan of the prosecution for giving 
every opportunity to the defendants. to obtain evidence in possession 
of the prosecution should be made clear. A Defendants’ Information 
Center was being established in which would be lodged material believed 
important for the defense. This material consisted of (1) books and 
other published materials; (2) documents in the possession of the prose- 
cution which had been asked for by defendants or which were believed 
by the prosecution to be of importance to them and which involved no 
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C The prosecution could not blindly agree to seek far all documents 
‘which might be requested. 


questions of policy; (3) documents which would be used by the 
prosecution (these were very numerous, the American Prosecutor 

had some 700 listed); It would be impossible to furnish copies 

of these documents to each defendant's counsel but six copies of 
each would be lodged in the Center and made accessible to such 
counsel; (lj) documents not in the possession of the prosecutions 

(He pointed out that defendants might delay proceedings by asking for 
large numbers of document spwhich might be requested. The 700 persons 
employed by the prosecution had scoured Germany for documents and 

it would be a waste of time to hunt for others without definite 
informatione) It was necessary to require the defendant to give full 
information about such documents desired and discretion would have to 
be reserved as to the usefulness of searching for them; and (5) 
interrogations of defendants .(He drew attention to the wide scope 
and bulk of this material. It would be impractical to transcribe 

all of it. Much was useless to the prosecution and would be equally 
useless to the defense,) It would be necessary to reserve discretion 
in regard to making this material available to the defendants. 


The meeting: 


Agreed, at the suggestion of Lord Justice Lawrence, 
that the defendants should not be entitled to copies of transcripts 
of interrogations unless and wmtil a reasonable time before such 
interrogations were put in evidence by the prosecution and then only 
of such parts of the transcripts of interrogations as were put in 
evidence. 


Sir David Fyfe of the British prosecution then explained the 
questions of policy raised by the applications of defendants: 


le The prosecution had no objection to defendants’ conferring 
with one another on the subject of choice of counsel, although security 
would have to be provided for under the auspices of the Army in such 
conferencese The prosecution would be glad to have several defendants 
defended by one counsel and defendants could consult with one another 
concerning such defense. Sir David Fyfe pointed out that this went 
further than the Tribunal's resolution on the subject. The Tribunal 
agreed to the principle concerning conferences among defendants stated 
by Sir David Fyfee 


2. The question of access to transcripts of interrogations had 
already been decided in the resolution suggested by Lord Justice 
Lawrence. 


3. Request for witnesses was dealt with in Rule l(a). The 
prosecution could not deal with such applications unless this rule 
was complied with; that is, unless the information called for was 
provided by the defendant. The Chief Prosecutors would advise the 
Tribunal if they considered the application reasonable; otherwise 
they would inform the defense counsel and the Tribunal and would 
leave the matter in the hands of the Tribunal. At Mre Biddle's suge 
gestion, the meeting agreed that requests for witnesses made to the 
Tribunal in accord with Article (a) of the Rules should go to the 
Committee of Prosecutors to advise the Tribunal and the Committee 
would automatically report to the Tribunal, which would decide the 
question after hearing the prosecution in case it had rejected the 
applicatione 
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le In regard to applications of defendants for documents not 
in the possession of the prosecution, the same principles should 
apply as in the oase of applications for witnesses. The meeting 
agreed to this proposition. 


5e In regard to documents belonging to defendants, the prose- 
cution wanted further time for consideration and Sir David Fyfe said 
they would attempt to report by noon tomorrow. During the discussion 
the opinion was expressed on the one hand that defendants should not 
be entitled to the return of such documents if they concerned matters 
of militery or diplomatic importance, and the opinion was expressed 
on the other hand that such documents should be returned to the 
defendant if they were relevant to the defense. Sir David Fyfe stated 
. that one of the Chief Prosecutors had said that he thought all of the 
Chief Prosecutors should have an opportunity to examine such documents 
before a decision was reached as to their return. 


The Chief Prosecutors then withdrew. 


Lieutenant Barrett continued his report on the applications of 
defendants. 


The application of defendant Speer for certain documents should 
be returned with the request that the information required by the 
Rules be suppliede 


The application of defendant Jodl was granted in respect to 


documents in the hands of the prosecution which would be placed in 
Defendants' Information Centere In respect to other documents, the 
information required by Rule (a) must be provided. 


The meeting: 


Agreed to these dispositions of these applications. 
Lieutenant Barrett then stated that many of the other applications 
could now be dealt with on the basis of the principles stated by the 
Chief Prosecutors and accepted by the Tribunal. As a result, the 
meetings 


Agreed that the remaining applications which concerned 
documents not in the possession of the prosecutors should be returned 
to the defendants with the request that they should give the information 
required by Rule l(a). 


Major Neave stated that it was necessary for him to have the 
opinion of the Tribunal whether defendant Rosenberg could select as 
counsel defendant Frank. The meeting: 


Agreed that this request should be denied and Major 
Neave was so instructed. It was understood that if Rosenberg or his 
counsel should at a later tim ask to have Frank speak in his behalf 
at the time when Frank was making the statement which he was entitled 
to make under the Charter in his own defense, the Tribunal would then 
decide that question. 
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The meeting: 


Agreed that defendant von Papen could consult with 
defendant Schacht on the subject of counsel on the condition that the 
discussion be confined to that one subject and that Major Neave be : 
presente General Nikitchenko expressed his dissent from this decision. 


Mre Biddle read forms which he had had prepared for applications 
by defendants for documents and for witnesses, and the meeting; 


Agreed to accept these forms. 


The meeting discussed the question of action by the Tribunal 
during the absence of certain of the Members next week and it was 
found that either a Member or an Alternate would be present from all 
the delegations except the British and the British authorized the 
Members or the Alternates of the other countries who would be present 
to represent them on matters which might come up and needed immediate 
decision during this period. 


Me de Vabres raised the question of dress of Members of the 
Tribunal and it was suggested that if the other Members wore robes 
appropriate to their countries, it would be appropriate for the Soviet 
delegation, if they did not wish to wear robes, to wear military 
uniformse General Nikitchenko stated that he would consider the 
questione 


The meeting: 


Agreed to meet after adjournment of the present 
series of meetings on Monday, November 12, at 10:00 a.m 


Agreed, at the suggestion of Mr. Biddle, that no 
fleshlight pictures should be taken during the triel but that the 
moving pictures could be made as a record of the proceedings with 
the understanding that they would not make any noise to disturb the 
dignity of the proceedings. Lord Justice Lawrence pointed out that 
the box provided in the gallery of the Courtroom for moving pictures 
operators would bleck much of the audience from a view of the Judges. 
General Nikitchenko suggested that if cinema pictures were taken of 
the proceedings copies be given to representatives of each of the 
nationse 


Mr. Biddle raised the question of counsel for defendant Krupp 
and it was decided to defer this question until tomorrow. 


Mre Biddle stated that the agenda for tomorrow's meeting 
would includes (1) appointment of counsel for defendants by the 
Tribunal, (2) appointment of physicians to visit Krupp, (3) further 
information on compensation to counsel. 


The meeting adjourned at 5:30 otolock to meet the following 
morning at 10:00. 
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Palace of Justice 
Nuremberg, Germany 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Organizational Meeting 


October 31, 1945 10:00 A.M. 


— 


General Nikitchenko, Chairman 


All the Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were 
present. 


The Chairman stated the agenda as follows: (1) report by Major 
Neave on counsel for defendants, (2) applications by defendants, (3) 
committee of physicians to visit defendant Krupp. 


In response to a question by Major Neave, the meeting: 


Agreed that defendants may continue to make applications 
for counsel of their choice, even after one has been appointed by 
the Tribunal but, as provided in paragraph 2(b) of the Rules, the 
substitution of the counsel of choice if obtained can cause no delay 
in the trial. 


Mre Biddle stated that it was his understanding that the 10-day 
period provided in the Rules had expired and consequently the Tribunal 
should appoint counsel now for those defendants who had not yet obtained 
counsele 


Major Neave reported on the situation regarding counsel of 
defendants G8ring, Ribbentrop, Keitel, Rosenberg and Streicher and 
during the discussion the meeting: 


Agreed that any defendant's counsel may have an associate, 
but the Tribunal made no promise to compensate him and he could not 
sit in court unless an application to the Tribunal indicating reasons 
was granted. 


Agreed that defendant Rosenberg may interview defendant 
Frank only on the question of counsel and that Major Neave be present 
at the interview. 


Agreed that Article 16 of the Charter gives each defendant 
the choice of defending himself or of defense through counsel, that 
if a defendant chooses to defend himself he cannot have a counsel or 
associate, but that article 2(j) of the Charter permits each defendant 
to address the Tribunal even if he has chosen to defend through counsel. 


Major Neave stated that at the moment there appeared to be 10 
defendants without counsel and that most of them would be willing to 
be defended by a counsel who also defended some of the others if the 
number defended by one counsel was not too greate 
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Judge Parker stated that he thought it would be best to appoint 
three or four counsel and to permit them to divide the defendants, 
not otherwise provided with counsel, among them. 


Mre Biddle stated that he had been in communication with General 
Eisenhower, who had said he would take up the question of providing 
compensation for counsel with the Allied Control Council but this 
Council had just met and would not meet again for several weeks. Mr.» 
Biddle suggested that each Member urge his government to prompt action 
in providing immediate funds for compensation of counsel and that he 
had made arrangements whereby the United States could forward a 
quarter of the immediate cost of such compensation. General Nikitchenko 
stated that he had applied to his govermment for this purpose. Lord 
Justice Lawrence stated that he would do so. M» de Vabres stated that 
he had not yet consulted the French member of the Allied Control 
Council but that his government was disposed to advance a siutable fund. 


The question of members of the medical commission to visit Krupp 
was taken up and General Nikitchenko stated that he was ready to name 
a physician who was already in Nuremberge The other Members hoped to 
be able to name physicians by tomorrow and it was understood that these 
names would be given to the General Secretary, who would arrange the 
visit to Krupp in Salzburge 


The question of providing the Members of the Tribunal with documents 
made available by the prosecution was considered and it was suggested 
that when these documents were lodged in the Defendants' Information 
Center on November 5 the General Secretary would arrange for access by 
the Members of the Tribunal to those documents they desired to see. 


Mre Biddle stated that in his opinion the trial might be delayed 
if applications by defendants were not acted upon promptlye He asked 
the Members to consider that point in adjourning the present session 
of the Tribunal. 


The General Secretary was asked to report on the opinion of the 
prosecutors concerning applications by defendants. He said the Come 
mittee of Chief Prosecutors had met and had divided the applications 
into two classes--first, those which involved questions of policy 
which ought to be passed upon by the Chief Prosecutors.themselves and, 
second, other questions which the Chief Prosecutors could leave to the 
Committee under Lieutenant Barrett. The Tribunal could have answers 
to questions in the latter class very soon but as to policy questions 
the prosecution felt that it needed further information from the 
defendants. 


The meeting: 


Agreed, at the suggestion of Mre Biddle, that the 
General Secretary should notify Lieutenant Barrett to report for his 
committee at the afternoon meeting and also to notify the Chief 
Prosecutors themselves to attend the meeting in order that the Tribunal 
might imuediately consider and, if possible, decide upon the applications 
by defendantse 


The General Secretary stated that photographers wished to take 
pictures of the Members of the Tribunal and it was decided to meet at 
1:50 for that purposes 





@ IIMA IIIT 


H2786-0182 


Mre Biddle called attention to the fact that defendants Raeder 
and Fritzsche had not yet been brought to Nuremberg and read the 
minute of October 17, in which General Nikitchenko had stated that 
"arrangements had been made for serving notice upon them Thursday 
(October 18) and transferring them to Nuremberg within a few days." 
Mre Biddle stated that he had been informed by General Eccles, who 
was acting for General Clay during the latter's absence, that there 
would be no difficulty in arranging passes for these defendants into 
the American zone» General Nikitchenko stated that yesterday he had 
directed that these persons be brought to Nuremberg and while he had 
no further information this morning he thought that most probably 
they would be here tonight and if not he would send a plane to have 
them brought tomorrow. 


Lord Justice Lawrence stated that it would be difficult for the 
British Members to return next week and hoped that necessary questions 
might be dealth with imediately, making it unnecessary for the Members 
to return until November 12. It was agreed to postpone the problem 
until the prosecutors had been heard. 


The meeting adjourned at 12:40 to meet again at 1:50. 


P 
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Palace of Justice 
Nuremberg, Germany 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Orgenizational Meeting 
October 30, 1945 2:15 P. M. 


Afternoon Session 


Mre Biddle, Chairman 


All the Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


The question of compensation to be given defendants' counsel was 
reconsidered at the suggestion of Me de Vabres and the meeting: 


Agreed to make the initial payment 4,000 marks instead 


of 2,000 markse 


A draft minute of the Tribunal and the letter to General Bisenhower 
containing recommendations in regard to compensation for defendants! 
counsel were considered and, after certain modifications, approved with the 
understanding that the letter would serve as a model for each Member to 
send to the representative of his country on the Allied Control Council 
and that the letter would state that it was being sent to all such repre- 
sentatives. 


The General Secretery reported that the prosecutors had no objection 
to the Tribunal appointing a committee of medical officers to visit and 
report upon the condition of Krupp von Bohlen. 


After discussion of the date of meeting after the present series of 
meetings adjourned, the meeting agreed to defer this matter. 


The General Secretary was directed to advise the prosecutors that 
the Tribunal would consider the applications which had been made by 
defendants tomorrowe 


The agenda for tomorrow's meeting was determined as follows: 
(1) report by Major Neave on counsel to be designated by the Tribunal, 
(2) applications which had been made by defendants, and (4) medical 
commission to investigate Krupp von Bohlen. 


Mr. Biddle stated, after General Nikitchenko had made an inquiry 
concerning the letter which had been agreed on at yesterday's meeting 
to send to the prosecutors, that he was informed the prosecutors had 
decided to file a list of documents on November lst and that the 
documents themselves and transletions into German would be available 
by November 5the 


The General Secretary was requested te provide every Member of 
the Tribunal and every Alternate with this list of documents and to 
discuss with the prosecutors how the documents themselves could best 
be made available to the Members of the Tribunal. 
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Mre Biddle stated that arrangements had been made for a special 
diningroom for Members of the Tribunal. 


Lord Justice Lawrence suggested that it would be inappropriate 
for Members of the Tribunal to smoke during the trial and that was 
agreed upone 


Mre Biddle stated that counsel for defendant Raeder had arrived 
in Nuremberg but that Raeder himself, who, together with defendant 
Fritzsche, was in custody in the Soviet zone, had not yet arrived. 
General Nikitchenko stated that before he left Berlin directions had 
been given to bring these defendants to Nuremberge Mre Biddle stated 
that he considered the matter important because if Raeder and Fritzsche 
did not arrive in time to consult counsel and prepare their defense 
it might be necessary to postpone the triale Lord Justice Lawrence 
expressed agreement with this opinion and General Nikitchenko stated 
that he would look into the matter. 


The minute and letter concerning compensation for defendants' 
counsel were received in final form and distributed. 


The meeting adjourned at 3:45 to meet at 10:00 temorrow mornings 
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Palace of Justice 
Nuremberg, Germany 


Organizational Meeting 


October 30, 1945 10:00 A.M. 


Lord Justice Lawrence, Chairman 


Members of the Tribunel am their Alternates were 


tion to 
vice, by 


ral Secretary made hi — Arawi 
upon the defend ine r and the ser 


Krupp von Bohlen had been served in Salzburg and read a 
wno had made the service, duioe a medical report 
Bohlen was ill and would probably die if moved to 
that the Tribunal send a committee of 
tuatione 
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filed. 


Agreed that a committee of four medica 
ember of the Tribunal, be sent, if the Committee 
jection, to examine Kru pp and that they be empowered t 
necessary. The nope was expressed that these doctors 


onated “408: ay or 
instructed to notify the Chief 


tomorrow, and the General Secrete ary Was 
rrose cutors. 


jor Neave reported on his consultations with 


present time, 12 defer ndan te have obtained counsel, 


L 2 * | ay —— kA 
their way here. Nine defendants who have made wri 


counsel have not yet obtahed counsel. In 1 

bable that the counsel desired will be ol 

has applied to the Tribunal to appoint anil but has ex — 

in whether he obtains counsel or note One defendant, Martin Bormann, 


oeen founde 


igreed, at the suggestion of lire Biddle, that counsel for Hess be imme- 
diately designated by the Tribunal. 


Agreed that the Tribunal construe the 10 day period referred to in 
paragraph 2 (d) of the Rules as permitting immediate designation of counsel 
for those who had not yet obtained counsel, even if they had expressed a choice-of 
counsel. 


ajor Neave stated that certain defendants had asked that if the counsel 
4 


of their choice were not obtained, the Tribunal appoint certain types of counsel 


= 
for them; for example, non-Jewish counsel, or counsel who were milit tary experts 
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The meeting: 


Agreed that defendants had no right to insist on any qualivications for 
counsel designated by the Tribunal but that the Tribunal might wish to give 
consideration to such desires. 


Agreed to authorize Major Neave to interview defendants who were still 
unsucsplied w ith counsel by tomorrow with a list of counsel designated by the 
Tribunal, and to ask how many would be willing to be defended by one or more 


anc 
counsel on this liste 


Major Neave, upon inquiry con — Rudolf Hess, said that he had inter- 

viewed Hess several times, that Hess peared to understand the significance 

of Rule 2 (d) and of the Articles of the Charter concerning counsel, and that he 

did not know how long Hess's memory lasted but that Hess claimed to remember up 

to 14 days. Major Neave further stated that Hess's general attitude in regard 

to the trial wes one of complete indifference but apparent Capacity to under- 
stand explanations of his rights. 


Major Neave stated that eight or nine defendants had asked for associate 
counsel. After discussion the meeting agre sed to defer the question of the 
permissibility of associate counsel until counsel had been obtained for all 
oi the defendants and to instruct Major Neave to so inform the defendants 


ajor Neave raised the question of compensation of counsel. After dis- 
cussion in which the availability of funds, the possible need of alternative 
counsel to supply counsel who might become ill, and the possibility 
utilizing frozen funds of the defendants were considerede 


mi meats nos 
lhe meetings: 


Agreed that Mr. Biddle draft a resolution for the Tribunal after lunch, 
and, if the Members agreed, take it up with General Eisenhower. 


Agreed that the Tribunal would recommend to the Allied Control Council 
tnat it make an allowance of 2,000 marks each to all counsel as advance paymen 
the Tribunal to consider whetner to recommend further allowances after the tri aie 
It was understood that the Tribunal would not concern itself with private 
arrangements made by the defendants with counsele 


Major Neave sta ted that certain counsel selected by defendants desired 
appointment or approval by the Tri wnal, pointing out that some of them feared 


their status in military government courts might be affected if they acted for 
the defendants without such approval. 


The meeting : 


Agreed that Mr, Biddle should include areference to this question in the 
draft which he would vrepare with the help of Sir Normann Birkett to be submitted 
at the — meeting. It was suggested that if the Tribunal gave such ap= 
proval it would not itself give publi city to the matter but would not attempt 
to prevent the lawyers concerned from maki ing the matter publice 


Mr. Biddle distributed the final text of the Rules of the Tribunal. 


The meeting adjourned at 12:45 to meet again at 2300 pe 





Palace of Justice 
Nuremberg, Germany 


IN THRNA TIO} NAL MILITARY ‘ BUI NAL 
Organizational Meeting 
October 29, 1945 


Afternoon 


M. de Vabres 


All of the Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


At the invitation of the meeting, Colonel Gill and the Prosecutors 


Mir. Justice Jackson explained in detail the press arrangements, 
that the United States Army authorities had inquired of each Government 
it had imposed no restrictions upon the type of papers to be represented o 
their policy. ‘he British had wanted*telenrinters and one copy room, which had 
been gran ted; the Russians had asked for two teleprinters to Berlin which had 
been grant ted; the French had asked for four teleprinters, one room, 12 private 
telephones, and a copy room which had been granted. The French had also asked 
for 50 seats, but had been given only 40 in view of. information that the French 
press would be unable to carry emt extensive acs because of lack of paper. ‘The 
Soviet had asked for 25 seats which had been granted, and the British for 50 
seats which had been granted, South and Central America had been given 10 seats, 
Belgium, five, Sweden, 5, Denmark, 5, and Switzerland, 5. ‘The United States had 
originally asked for 250, but being informed of the limitations of space had 
reduced their request to 85 seats, which had been granted. These seats included 
press, radio and cinema representatives, No arrangements had yet been made for 
the German press, 


On .Sir Norman Birkett's suggestion, the meeting agreed that the Tribunal 


8 s 
should sit a minimum of five hours end a maximu f six hours, and two and a 
half hours on Saturday. 

Colonel Gill explained the arrangements —* visitors to the trials, 
There were seats for 80 in the upper galleries, His office would allot seats 
on a day to day basis in order to avoid unoccupied space which might result 
from permanent allotments by countries. Right seats would be normally alloted 
to each of the fou — counthies represented on the Tribunal, One to each of the 
other 15 nations which had adhered to the Agreement, the remaining 33 seats would 
be reserved as a pool which would be distributed on two day's notice persons 
who seemed entitled to attend, including officers in the area who had contri- 
buted to the preparatory work for the tri2ls, ‘The meeting approved of this 
plan. 


Colonel Gill stated that the offices in the court building desire 
the Members of the Tribunal were being fitted for occupancy. 


The meeting voted its thanks to Colonel Gill for his excellent work 


> 


in making arrancements, 


ar 
M 


Mr. Biddle stated that a number of requests had been received from 
fendants and that these had been given to the officer appointed by the 
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Committee of —* ecut as a liaison with the Court. Mr. Justice Jackson 
stated that the f Prosecutors would give early consideration to these 


requests and a he Tribunal their opinion, 


Mr. Justice Jackson and Colonel Gill explained the problem of security 
in relation to defendants! counsel. On Mr. Justice Lawrence's suggestion, the 
meeting agreed that the United States Army should screen defendants! counsel 
chosen from the American Zone and should obtain screenings from the military 
authorities for those from other zones, and, in the meantime and thereafter, 
they would take all precautions for security; the names of defendants! counsel 
should be given to Colonel Gill immediately and from time to time for that 
purpose, 


The General Secretary, Mr. Willey, stated that minutes of all previous 
meetings had been distributed in the Fnglish text to each of the Members. The 
meeting agreed that each Delegation should examine the minutes and report any 
amendments or corrections for the meetings of November 10 or 12, 


Consideration was given to the rules of the Tribunal, It was pointed 
out that Rule 2(d) had been finally accepted in the morning session, On General 
Nikitchenko's suggestion, Rule 6 was amended, changing the title to "Oaths; 
Witnesses" and paragraph (b) added as follows; 


‘itnesses while not giving evidence shall not be 
— in court. ‘he President of the Tribunal shall 
direct, as circumstances demand, that witnesses shall 
not confer among themselves before giving evidence," 


On Judge Parker's suggestion, Rule 4(a) was amended by adding at the 
end the following; 


"The application shall state where the witness or 
document is thought to be located, together with a 
statement of their last knom location, It shall 
also state the facts proposed to be proved by the 
witness or the document and the reasons why such 


* 


facts are relevant to the defense," 


With the above modifications, the meeting agreed to adopt the rules 
and at Mr. Biddle's suggestion to direct that the English text be distributed 
to the Members tomorrow, and that mimeographed copies should at once be prepared 
and distributed to the Prosecution and published, Furthermore, that a German 
text should be prepared and mimeographed and sent immediately to the defendants. 


M. de Vabres pointed out the convenience if documents to be submitted 

by the Prosecution were classified in accordance with their relevance to the 
liability of each defendant and made available to the Members of the Tribunal 
in advance of the trial. General Nikitchenko expressed the opinion that Article 
14 of the Charter required that such documents be lodged with the Tribunal before 
the trial. At Mr. Riddle's suggestion, the meeting agreed that the Prosecution 
= — whether it intended to submit documents in addition to the indictment 

er Article 14 of the Charter before the trial, and, if so, to submit them as 
soon as possible, and that a draft letter be prepared for Mr, Justice Lawrence 
to sign by tomorrow morning. 


The agenda for tomorrow morning was discussed and the following items 
were suggested: (1) Report of General Secretary on applications made by 
defendants; (2) Report of General Secretary on publication of notices; (3) Report 
of General Secretary and Major Neave on the situation in reference to defendants! 
counsel; (4) Designation of counsel by the Tribunal; and (5) Compensation for 
counsel. 


The meeting adjourned at 5:45 to meet tomorrow at 10:00 A.M. 





Palace of Justice 
Nuremberg, Germany 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 


Organizational Meeting 


October 29, 1945 10:10 A.Me 


General Nikitchenko, Chairman 


All the Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were present. 


At Mr. Biddle's suggestion, Colonel Gill and the Prosecutors were 
invited to attend the meeting, 


General Nikitchenko said that the defendants, Raeder and Fritzsche, 
had made a number of applications which he had not yet turned over to the 
General Secretary, 


At Mr. Biddle's suggestion, consideration was given to the formal ap- 
proval of the rules,and a proposal by General Nikitchenko to eliminate the words 
"unless by special permission of the Tribunal" in Rule 2(d) was not approved. 
Consideration of other suggestions by General Nikitchenko was deferred. 


Colonel Gill and the Prosecutors entered the room and Colonel Gill ex- 
plained a model of the courtroom, 


Colonel Gill stated that the United States Army authorities were in 
control of the admission of representatives of the press, radio, and moving 
pictures, and would take care that passes would be withdrawn from any such 
persons who violated the rules, ‘The meeting agreed that this matter should be 
left with the Army. 


Colonel Gill stated that the United States Army was responsible for the 
security of the defendants and the courtroom, but that General Nikitchenko had 
suggested that international guards composed of representatives of the four 
nations should be present as a token force in the courtroom, ‘the meeting agreed 
in principle to the proposal for an international guard, provided the details 
could be satisfactorily worked out with the United States Army authorities, 
Colonel Gill stated that this international force would in any case be a token 
force, and that guards under the authority of the United States Army would be 
present to deal physically and effectively with any possible disturbance, 


Colonel Gill explained in detail the arrangements made by his office 
in connection with interpretation of the oral proceedings, translation of 
written documents, and reporting. He stated that a full record would be prepared 
arth checked daily against sound recordings. Hach Delegation would be responsi- 
ble for translating the record and documents submitted in evidence into its om 
language and the American and British Delegations would share this responsibility 
for translating into German. He stated that he would have an office under 
Colonel Dastert for clearing all problems in this field. He stated that six 
interpreters, six translators, four reporters, and one additional translator - 
17 in all - would have to be provided by each of the four countries to interpret, 
translate, or record from all the other languages into the language of that 
country. Colonel Gill had no fear as to the operation of the mechanical equip- 
ment, but he felt the system would depend upon the ability of the interpreters 
and the maintenance of discipline in the courtroom. He pointed out that even 
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if interpretations were not quite simultaneous, if the system worked, it would 
be infinitely better than three successive translations of everything that was 
said. He wanted to be sure that the Tribunal approved of the system, approved 

of the office to be had by Colonel D=stert, and that each member of the Prose= 
cution assumed the obligations of providing the personnel to interpret, trans- 
late, and record into the respective languages. He stated that his office 

would provide billets and offices for this personnel. Mr. Justice Jackson 
explained the difficulties connected with the multiplicity of languages and the 
need for very skillful interpreters and translators if the system arranged was 

to work. He stated further that it was expected that the prosecutor of each 
country would present documents in two languages = his om and German - and 

that all would arrange to get interpreters and translators of the highest type. 

He said the number of documents had not been determined, but would be large. ‘The 
United States Prosecution has some 2000 which are relevant and they are trying 

to assemble and condense in trial briefs, He stated that it would be necessary 

to have rehearsals of the interpreting system and that defendants! counsel should 
be at these rehearsals, ‘The first one should be by November 12. As to 
defendants! documents, he said they would probably be mostly in German and Colonel 
Gill's staff would arrange for necessary translations. 


At Mr, Biddle's suggestion, each of the Prosecutors was asked whether he 
was in agreement with Mr., Justice Jackson's statement, and all replied yes, 


The meeting recessed at 1:20 until 2:30 in the afternoon. 


— 
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A.C.A. Building, 
Grand Conference Room, 
Berlin 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 


Public Session 
Thursday, October 18, 1945 
10:30 A.M. 


Generel Nikitchenko, President 


Present: General Nikitchenko, President, Mr. Volchkov, 


Mr. de Vabres, Mr. Falco, Mr. Biddle, Judge Parker, Lord Justice 
Lawrence, and Mr. Justice Birkett. 


The President said: 


"In pursuance of the Agreement by the Government of the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the provisional Government 
of the French Republic, the Government of the United Stetes of 
America and the Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Northern Ireland for the prosecution and punishment of the 
major war criminals of the European Axis dated at London 8th 
August, 1945, and of Article 22 of the Charter annexed thereto 
constituting this International Military Tribunal, this meeting 
is held at Berlin for the reception of the Indictment under the 
Agreement and Charter." 


This Statement was translated in French, English and German. 
The Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates then made the 
following declaration, each in his own language: 


"I solemnly declare that I will exercise all my 
powers and duties as a Member of the International 
Military Tribunal honourably, impartially and 
conscientiously." 


The President then declared the session opened. 


The Chief British Prosecutor, Mr. Shawcross, introduced in 
succession the Soviet Chief Prosecutor, General Rudenko; the 
French Chief Prosecutor, M. Dubost; and a representative of the 
American Prosecutor, Mr. Shea. Each on being introduced made a 
brief speech, which was translated into the other lenguages, and 


lodged a copy of the indictment, in his own lenguage, with the 
President of the Tribunal. 


The President said: 


"An indictment has now been lodged with the Tribunal by the 
Committee of the Chief Prosecutors setting out the charges made 
against the following defendants: 
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Hermann Wilhelm Goring, Rudolf Hess, Joachim von 
Ribbentrop, Robert Ley, Wilhelm Keitel, Ernst 
Kaltenbrunner, Alfred Rosenberg, Hans Frank, 
Wilhelm Frick, Julius Streicher, Walter Funk, ` 
Hjalmar Schacht, Gustav Krupp von Bohlen und 
Halbach, Karl Donitz, Erich Raeder, Baldur von 
Schirach, Fritz Sauckel, Alfred Jodl, Martin 
Bormann, Franz von Papen, Artur Seyss<Inquart, 
Albert Speer, Constantin von Neurath, and Hans 
Fritzsche. 


Copies of the Charter anå of the Indictment and of its accom- 
panying documents will be served upon the defendants in the German 
language immediately. 


Notices will also be served upon them in writing drawing their 
attention to Articles 16 and 23 of the Charter which provide that 
they may either conduct their own defence or be defended by any 
Counsel professionally qualified to conduct cases before the Courts 
of his own country or by any other person who may be specially 
authorized thereto by the Tribunal; and a special clerk of the 
Tribunal has been appointed to advise the defendants of their right 
and to take instructions from them personally as to their choice of 
Counsel, and generally to see that their rights of defence are made 
known to them. 


If any defendant who desires to be represented by Counsel is 
unable to secure the services of Counsel the Tribunal will appoint 
Counsel to defend hin. 


The Tribunal has form lated Rules of Procedure, shortly to be 
published, relating to the production of witnesses and documents in 
order to see that the defendants have a fair trial with full oppor- 
tunity to present their defence. 


The individual defendants in custody will be notified that they 
must be ready for Trial within 30 days after the service of the Indict- 
ment upon them. Promptly thereafter the Tribunal shall fix and announce 
the date of the Trial in Nuremberg to take place not less than 30 days 
after the service of the Indictment and the defendants shall be 
advised of such date as soon as it is fixed. 


It must be understood that the Tribunal which is directed by 
the Charter to secure an expeditious hearing of the issues raised 
by the charges will not permit any delay either in the preparation 
of the defence or of the Trial. 


Lord Justice Lawrence will preside at the Trial at Nuremberg. 


Notice will also be given under Article 9 of the Charter that 
the Prosecution intends to ask the Tribunal to declare that the 
following organizations or groups of which the defendants or some 
of them were members are criminal organizations, and any member of 
any such group or organization will be entitled to apply to the 
Tribunal for leave to be heard by the Tribunal upon the question 
of the criminal character of such group or organization. These 
organizations referred to are the following: 
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Die Reichsregierung (Reich Cabinet); Das Korps 

Der Politischen Leiter Der Nationalsozialistischen 
Deutschen Arbeiterpartei (Leadership Corps of the 
Nazi Party); Die Schutzstaffeln Der Nationalsozial- 
istischen Deutschen Arbeiterpartei (commonly known 

as the "SS") and including Die Sicherheitsdienst (com- 
monly known as the "SD"); Die Geheime Staatspolizei 
(Secret State Police, commonly known as the "Gestapo"); 
Die Sturmabteilungen Der N.S.D.A.P. (commonly known as 
the "SA") and the General Staff and High Command of 
the German Armed Forces. 


The Indictment having been duly lodged by the Prosecutors in 
conformity with the provisions of the Charter, it becomes the duty 


of the Tribunal to give the necessary directions for the publication 
of the text. 


The Tribunal would like to order its immediate publication but 
this is not possible in as much as the Indictment must be published 
simultaneously in Moscow, London, Washington, and Paris. 


This result may be achieved, as the Tribunal is informed, by 
permitting publication in the press of the Indictment not earlier 
than 8 P.M., G.M.T., i.e. 2000 hours today, Thursday, October 18th." 


This Statement was translated. 


The meeting adjourned at 11:25 A.M. 


Z 
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AAO. A. Building, 
Room 192 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
Afternoon Meeting, October 17, 1 


General Nikitchenko, Chairman. 


All members of the Tribunal and their alternates were present. 


The meeting agreed, on suggestion of Lord Justice Lawrence, to nominate an 
officer on the British Control Commission in Berlin to forward ali documents 
pertaining to the Tribunal to the General Secretary in Nuremberg until he has 
been able to formulate a plan for a permanent secretariat in Berlin in con- 
formity with Article 22 of the Charter. Lord Justice Lawrence stated later 
in the meeting that Major R. Hortin, of the Legal Division, Control Com- 
mission for Germany, British Element, would serve in this capacity. 


The meeting considered certain divergencies in the Russian text of the 
Rules from the English text of the Rules. 


The meeting agreed that the defendants should be served with the Rules of 
the Tribunal in full as and when adopted, 


The meeting made arrangements for the visit to Nuremberg by the Members, 
to leave Berlin at 2:30 P. M. on the 18th. 


The meeting considered the arrangements for the service of notices by 
publication, and the General Secretary was instructed to make arrangements 
with Colonel Raymond Fried for the American Zone, and with Major M. Balfour 
for the British Zone. The Soviet and French members were to inform the Amer- 
ican member as to the proper officers in their zones. 


The Chief Prosecutors entered and gave the information that Martin Bormann 
was probably dead, but they wished more time to consider whether his name 
should be removed from the indictment. 


The meeting: 


Agreed thet the officer serving the notice on Krupp in Salzburg should 
report on the state of his health, and that the Tribunal would later decide 
if it was necessary to dispatch a physician. 


Agreed on an order for notice by publication to Martin Bormann who was 
not in custody. 


Agreed, on suggestion of Lord Justice Lawrence, General Nikitchenko dis- 
senting, to insert in the order concerning notice to organizations a 
provision that publication in the German language should also be given 
wherever practicable in all Prisoner of War Camps in which Germans are 
imorisoned in such manner as the officer commanding the said camps may 
decide. 
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Minutes of International Military Tribunal October 17, 1945 


United Stetes and to the French broadcasting companies, a 


reion of the record made a h ing, and in Berlin to the 


viet companies an English version of the record. He also stated that 


onl 


of 
of 


ACL 


ement was satisfactory to the Americans, the French, and Russian 
companie 


The meeting: 


ion 


Agreed to n by requiring posting 

y "if pre 

Mr. Biddle sté that the English text of the minutes of the meetings 
October 10, 11 2, 13, 14 and 16, had been distributed te the secretaries 
the delegetions 


The Chief Prosecutors entered and expressed the 
r n 


Martin Bormann should remain on 1 indictment, 
rter gave the prosecutors authority to determine w 


and that Article 12 of the Charter gave the Tribunal 


def 
The 


o 
endants in absentia, and not discretion to determ 
right of the Tribunal to sever defendants was 


conclusions being reached. 


on 
he 


the 


After the Prosecutors had withdrawn the meeting agreed to serve process 
Bormann by public notice and to leave until later the question of whether 
should actually be tried if not found. 


trial at Nurem 


M. Kaminker, e French Interpreter, explained the problem of interpreting 
ere 


The meeting adjourned at 7:55 P. M., to meet in publi 


tomorrow. 
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A.C.A. Building, Room 192 
Berlin 


INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL MEETING 
Wednesday, October 17, 1945 
10:30 A. M, 


LORD JUSTICE LAWRENCE, Chairman 


All the Members of the Tribunal, and their Alternates, were present. 


The Chairman distributed the agenda: (1) further consideration of orders 
and notices, (2) German text of President's statement, (3) radio at public 
session, (4) report from Soviet member on situation of Raeder and Fritzsche, 
(5) recess to permit Soviet member to check Russian text of rule, (6) final 
approval of rules, and (7) approval of minutes of previous meetings. 


The meeting agreed that the prosecution be informed that the Tribunal 
desired them not to make any statement in the public meeting in regard to orders 
y; I 8 g 
and notices. 


Captain Adrian Fisher was introduced, by Mr. Biddle, as the American 
Secretary, and the Chairman introduced Mr. McIlwreith as the British Secretary. 


The meeting? 


Agreed that the Members and Alternatwes, and associates, should leave for 
Nuremberg Thursday at 2:00 P. M. 


Agreed, on General Nikitchenko's suggestion, that at the public session 
the Members make their declarations directly after the opening statement and 
before the President declared that the Court is in session. 


he date of the trial be settled in Nuremberg before the 


The problem of serving indictments upon the persons accused was consid- 
ered, and General Nikitchenko stated that he had ascertained that the accused 
in the Soviet Zone could not be transfered to Nuremberg by Thursday, but 
arrangements had been made for serving notices upon them Thursday and trans- 
fering them to Nuremberg within a few days. It was pointed out that all of the 
other accused persons were in Nuremberg, with the exception of Krupp von Bohlen, 
who was in Salzburg. 


The meeting: 


Agreed, on Mr. Biddle's suggestion, that the service of documents which 
are to be served on the individual defendants be made upon Krupp by an officer 
designated by the American Member of the Tribunal, and that that officer 
promptly report back to the Tribunal, in writing, that the service has been 
made, and, in the same manner, an officer designated by the Soviet Member of 
the Tribunal make service of documents which are to be served on individual 
defendants on the two defendants in the Soviet Zone, and promptly report back 
in writing to the Tribunal that the service had been made. 
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Agreed that the final paragraph of the notice, in respect to service 
upon defendants in custody, be amended by substituting the words "an officer" 
for "Major Neave", 


Agreed that the words "No. 1" at the too of each of the orders and 
notices, intended to designate the number of the case, be eliminated from 
all of the documents, 


Agreed, at Mr. Biddle's suggestion, that the General Secretary be 
directed to carry out orders and notices adopted by the Tribunal, and that 
he arrange with the Committee of Prosecutors for effective service and 
publication, and arrangements for choosing counsel for defendants as may 
be necessary for that purpose. 


Consideration was given to orders and notices, and the meeting egreed 
to an order concerning the service of individuals in custody named in the 
indictment; a notice to individuals in custody named in the indictment, and 
an order concerning the publication of notice to organizations named in 
the indictment. At the suggestion of Mr.Biddle, these documents were re- 
spectively designated A, B and C. 


The meeting: 


Agreed that the President of the Tribunel for the trial, Lord Justice 
Lawrence, is requested to sign all orders on behalf of the Tribunal and 
that they, thereafter, be spread on the record of the Tribunel. 


Agreed that the German text of the President's statement to be made at 
the public session, be signed by the translator and certified by the General 
Secretary. 


The meeting informed the Committee of Chief Prosecutors that the ar- 
rangements for lodgment and release of the indictment at the public session 
on the 16th, were the same as those originally planned for the 15tl 

M. de Vabres stated that he hoped there would be an opportunity for 
the members to hear an explanation of the interpretation system at Nuremberg 
from the French interpreter M. Kaminker. 

Consideration was given to the question of trying Martin Bormann, who 
is not in custody, and might be dead, and the prosecutors were asked to 
attend and explain the situation at the next meeting. 


The meeting recessedat 1:05 P, M. to meet again at 4:00 P. M. 
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ldg., Room 192 


THE INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 


Meeting October 15, 1945, 3:00 P.M. 


Chairman - Mr. de Vabre 


All Members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were 
present. 


The Chairman inquired whether the minutes of the previous 
meetings were ready and Mr. Biddle reported that the minutes 
for three days were ready in substance but had not yet been 
signed by all three clerks, 


The Chairman suggested that the Rules already approved 
in principle be considered again, article by article, in order 
that they might be produced in a single document for’ final 

ipproval tomorrow. It was agreed that French and Russian 
anslations should be available by 3:00 o'clock tomorrow. 


of Rule 1l was change 
shenko to "Sa Right to 


modified by omitting, at General 


word “available" in Dar -agraph 


1ggestion, "General Secretary" 


adopted without modification, 


@ 


Rule + was modified by omitting, at General Nikitchenko's 
sugges ti the word "ary" in paragraph (a); substituting, at 
— bln, "eo onrooriate occupation authorities 
Fonero Authorit j ıbstituting, at General 
suggestion, the phrase "and the General Secretary 
form the Tribunal of the steps taken" for “and the 
—— shall be informed of the steps taken" in paragraph (d 
substituting the phrase "into a language which he understands" 
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the phrase "into the German language" in paragraph (e). 
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Rule 5 unten was Rule 6 in the text submitted by the 
Prosecutors) was mod fied, bY omitting, at Judge Parker's sugges- 
tion, the word and subst ituting, at Sir Norman 
Birkett's — — the last sentence the sentence "The 
defendants and the public may lose their right to attend open 
sessions of the Tribunel if they do not strictly observe and 
respect the directives and dignity of the Tribunal." 


Rule 6 (which was Rule 7) was adopted. 


Rule 7 (which was Rule 8) was modified, at General Nikit- 
che nko's suggestion, so that paragraph (a) reads: "All motions, 
miinat iok, or other requests addressed to the Tribunal prior 

* the commencement of trial shell be made in writing and filed 

with the General Secretary of t} ribunal at the Palace of 

Justice Nuremberg, Germany” d| the words "for the determination 
of that question" were added at the end of paragraph (c). 
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Rule 8 (which was Rule 10) was adopted so as to read 
"these Rules shall take effect upon their approval by the 
Tribunal." 


Rule 9 (which was substituted for Rules 11 and 12) was 
adopted, 


Rule 10 (which was Rule 13) was adopted with substitution 
of "General Secretary" for "Central Registry" in paragraph (a) 


and for "clerk" in paragraph (C). 


Rule 11 (which was Rule 14) was adopted, 


Mr. Biddle stated that having confidence in Major Neave 
the United States would not appoint a clerk to accompany Major 
Neave in dealing with defendants. 


Texts of orders and notices submitted by the Chief 
Prosecutors in English, French and Russian were distributed 


by the Acting General Secretary to the Members of the Tribunal. 


General Nikitchenko presented a list of Germen lawyers 
in the Soviet zone, 


The General Secretary was instructed to have the Russian 
and English texts of the statement to be made by the President 
at the public session compared; to add the names of lawyers 
provided by the Soviet Member to the list previously prepared, 
thus making a list of 64 names; and to distribute to the Members 
of the Tribunal copies in the appropriate languages of the 
declaration to be made by them at the public session, 


Mr. Biddle suggested that it was desirable to discuss the 
next day's agenda at the end of each session, 


Lord Justice Lawrence, in behalf of the Members, thanked 
the American assistants for setting out typewritten documents 
and drafting Rules of Procedure. 


The completed draft of Rules of Procedure was distributed 
to the Members, 


The meeting adjourned at 7:30 p.m. to meet at 3:00 p.m. 


the next day. 
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A.C.A. Bldg., Room 192 


Afternoon Meeting, October 12, 1945 
3300 P.M. 


M. Donnedieu de Vabre (Chairman) 
All members of the Tribunal and their Alternates were 
present. 
The Chairman announced the agenda: 


( 
minutes, (2) organization of the Secretari 
Procedure. 


23 App 
at, (3) Rules of 

The minutes of October llth were read but in view of 
certain omissionsjwere referred back to the clerks for cor- 
rection. heey 


It was decided to continue consideration of the Rules 
before taking up the organization of the Secretariat. 


The clerk submitted to the Tribunal on behalf of the 
Prosecutors proposed rules of procedure and amendments thereto. 


It was agreed that final decision on the rules should be 
deferred until a draft of the rules as agreed on in principle 
had been studied by all members. 


It was agreed that Rule 5 submitted by the prosecution 
be eliminated. 


It was agreed to substitute the word "Secretariat" for 
the words "General Secretary" throughout the Rules. 


A revision of Rule 6, proposed by Mr. Justice Birkett 
was approved in principle. 


Rule 7, as printed, was approved in principle. 


The Chairman suggested a rule providing for splitting up 
the trial according to the counts of the indictment, but the 
meeting decided that this would be contrary to Article 24 of 
the Charter. 


A revision of Rule 8, suggested by Mr. Biddle, was approved 
in principle. 


It was agreed informally that Rule 9 submitted by the 
prosecution be eliminated. 


Rule 10, as amended to read "These rules shall take effect 
upon their approval by the Tribunal," was approved in principle. 


A consideration of Rulell and 12 was postponed since they 
deal with the Secretariat. 


A revision of Rule 13, suggested by Mr. Biddle, was approved 
in principle. 


Rule 14, as printed, was approved in principle with the 
addition, after the word "documents" in the next to the last 
line, of the words *,"certified by the General Secretary of the 
Tribunal." 
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The meeting invited the prosecutors to appear for an 
informal discussion as to the date and time of the formal 
meeting of the Tribunal to receive the indictment. 


The prosecutors arrived and a discussion between the 
Tribunal and prosecutors took place indicating that texts 
of the indictment in all languages would be signed by the 
Chief Prosecutors by Sunday, the 14th, and that corrected 
texts would be in London, Moscow and Washington and an 
adequate summary in Paris on that date. 


The prosecutors then withdrew, 
The meeting: 


Agreed that the formal meeting of the Tribunal 
to receive the indictment should be held at 10:30 Monday, 
October 15th; that the indictment would be given to the press 
at that time with the express understanding that there should 
be no publication of its contents prior to 8:00 o'clock that 
evening (Greenwich time). 


The prosecutors were invited to appear and were informed 
of the decision of the Tribunal as regards the lodgment and 
release of the indictment and that the Prosecutors should 
arrange for notification of the press of the public meeting of 
the Tribunal. 


The meetings 


Agreed that the press should be informed only 


that a public meeting would be held at 10:30 Monday morning, 
October 15th. 


Agreed to the suggestion of the Prosecutors 
that in making the motion for orders the Prosecutor should say 
"I move" without reading the orders or making them public. 


Adjourned at 7:15 P.M. until 10:30 tomorrow. 
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Meeting 
Morning - October 12, 1945, 10330 A.M. 


General Nikitchenko (Chairman) 


All members of the Tribunal end their Alternates were 
present. The Chairman announced the agenda; (1) Rules of 
procedure, (2) President of the Tribunal, (3) organization 
of the Secretariat. 


Mr. Biddle added the question of the list of counsel 
and handed in a list. The other Members said they would 
hand in lists later. 


During consideration of the Rules, the clerks arrived 
and the Members interrogated them with reference to a plan 
for the Secretariat but in view of the fact that no one plan 
had been agreed upon the matter was referred back to the 
clerks for further discussion and report. 


The meeting continued its discussion of proposed rules. 
Rule 1,as printed, was approved in principle. 


Rule 2, with a revision suggested by Mr. Biddle, was 
approved in principle. 


Rule 3 was approved in principle with the addition of the 
words “and notice given in accordance with Rule 2(b) to those 
not in custody" following the word "custody" in the last line 
of the printed rule. 


A revision of Rule 4, suggestéd by Mr. Biddle, was approved 
in principle. 

The Pretburtei/decided to request the Chief Prosecutors to 
present their draft rules by letter before the afternoon session. 


(Recess from 12:30 until 3:00 P.M.) 
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Minutes of the Morning Meeting of October 11, 1945 


Chairman - Lord Justice Lawrence 


The meeting 

Agreed that when the Secretariat is fully 
organized the Tribunal should approve the minutes of the 
previous day at the beginning of each sitting. 

Agreed that all of the accused who are in 
custody shall be brought to Nuremberg as soon as possible. 

Agreed that there should be a single 
President for the whole trial at Nuremberg. The selection 
of a President was deferred. 

Am eed that Mr. Biddle should preside at 
the afternoon meeting. 

Agreed that no member of the Tribunal or 
their personal staffs or of the staff of the Tribunal should 
give interviews to the press. 

Minutes of the Afternoon Meeting of October llth 

Chairman - Mr. Francis Biddle 

requested that it be noted in the minutes 
that the members would undertake to produce at the meeting 
tomorrow lists of German lawyers, in their respective zones 
in Germany, who might be available as counsel for the defense. 

The meeting 

Agreed that General Nikitchenko would 

preside at tomorrow morning's meeting. 


Adjourned at 3:00 P.M. until 10:30 tomorrow. 
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INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIEUNAL 


rning Meeting of October 10, 1945 
at 11:00 a.m. 


46 


Chairman - Lord Justice Lawrence 


The following named persons were appointed temporary 
clerks to the Tribunal 
Mr. A. C. Elliott -- British 
Mr. Vassili Kolomatsky -- Soviet 
Mr. Harold B. Willey -- American 
The meeting 
greed that only decisions should be recorded 
and not discussion and that the minutes of the meetings 
should be agreed to by the cler It was further agreed 
thet if any member wished a particular point noted of record 


5 


the time and the clerks would be directed 


A committee of the Prosecutors was invited 
nformally to answer the question "Whether the 
indictment has been signed in three langue 
and English." Pursuant to this 
committee appeared and M Justice 
indictment had not yet been signed in Russian and in French, 
(Recess from 12:50 to 1:50) 
The meeting 
d that the four Prosecutors should meet 
Prosecutor arrives in Berlin and as 
he indictment in the three languages are 
Thereupon the Prosecutors will dispatch 
Capitals. The governments at the 
capitals should then inform the Tribunal that they 
received them, whereupon the Tribunal will summon a formal 
meeting for the reception of the indictment. Having received 


it, the Tribunal will authorize publication. 
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wearing robes 


would come to that view. 


MM A ANIN 


2786-0215 


note was received from the Press requesting 
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was advised as 


bunal is continuing 
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procedural and admi 


Agreed to request the 


French clerk 


ients, wheth text 


er one original 


+ 


ents should be filed, how they s 


what division of the 


worked out. 


Agreed that a 


individual defendants of 


gS 
© 


requested the cler 


provision for carrying out this agreem 


organization. 


»f the business 


three 


hould be 


work between 


trans- 


clerks 
arrives, to prepare 
Tribunal, 

a plan of organiza- 
translation of 

ould be used, 

made available 


th 
as 


be appointed 
shts relative 
include a 


their 


the Tribunal which 


noon 


moved that a rule 
ix Monday, October 


in Nuremberg as the time and 





b NNI 


H2786-0216 


bring the accused before the Tribunal in public in order 
to give them the opportunity of making such motions to 
the Tribunal or requesting such aid of the Tribunal as 


and their counsel may deem necessary for their 


A vote was taken and Lord Justice Lawrence 
Monsieur de Vabre and Major General Nikitchenko voted 
against the proposal and Mr. Biddle voted in favor of the 
proposal. 
The meeting 
Agreed that the ho regular meetings 


Tribunal to discuss administrative and organization 
and from 23:00 
should be from 10:30 A.M. to 1:00 P.M./to 6:00 P.M. 


Agreed that the date fixed for the beginning 


trial should be thirty 
individual defendants. 
Agreed on the principle of rotation, among 
held for the purpose 
administrative matters, a morning or afternoon 
considered a meeting. 


Adjourned at 5:50 P.M. until tomorrow at 
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